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PREFACE

"The crime statistics and selected analytical find-

ings presented in this report derive from victimiza- -

tion surveys conducted early in 1974 under the

National Crime Survey program. Presenting more

comprehensive survey results and additional techni-
cal information, the report succeeds Criminal Vic-
timization Surveys in 13 American Cities, publlshed
in June 1975.

Since the early 1970, victimization surveys
have been designed and carried out for the Law

Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) by

the U.S. Bureau of the Census for the purpose of
. developing information that permits detailed assess-
ment of the character and extent of selected types of
* criminal victimization. Based on representative
samplings of households and commercial establish-
ments, the program has had two main elements: a
continuous national survey and surveys in various
cities. Although the overall objective of the program
is to provide insights into the impact of crimes that
are of major concern to the general public and law
enforcement authorities, it is anticipated that the
“scope of the surveys will be modified periodically
in order to -address other topics in the realm of
criminal justice. In addition, continuing methodologi-
cal studies are expected to yield refinements in survey
questlonnaxres and procedures,
* The - victimization surveys conducted in San
Francisco and 12 other central cities in 1974 enabled
measurement of the extent to which city residents

age 12 and over, households, and commercial estab-
; lishments were victimized by selected crimes, whether

' completed or attempted. For those committed against
| individuals, the offenses covered were rape, robbery,
- assault, and personal larceny; for households they
- were burglary, household larceny, and motor vehicle
. theft; and for commercial establishments they were
. burglary and robbery. The chapter entitled “The City
" Surveys” includes a detailed discussion of the crimes
‘and of classification procedures. In addition to gaug-
ing the extent to which the relevant crimes hap-
pened, the surveys have permitted examination of
the characteristics of victims and the circumstances

surrounding criminal acts, exploring, as appropriate;
such matters as the relationship between victim and

offender, characteristics of offenders, extent of vic-
tim injuries, -economic ‘consequences to the victims,.
time and place of occurrence, use of ‘weapons,
- whether the police were notified, and, if not, reasons G

advanced for not informing them,

The surveys in San Francisco were carried out
in the first quarter of 1974 and covered criminal acts
that took place during the 12 months prior to the
month of interview, a reference period roughly com-
parable with calendar year 1973. Information was
obtained from interviews with the occupantS\ of

9,778 housing units (18,410 residents age 12 and

oveér) and the operators of 2,914 businesses. Res-

“pondents furnished detailed personal and household

data (or information about business firms) in addi-

~ tion to/particulars on any criminal acts they incurred.
The 103 data tables in this publication are -

arranged by sectors, that is, by crimes against per-
sons, households, and commercial establishments.
Within each sector, the tables are further divided
along topical lines. These topics are reflected in the

analytical statemeitts compiled in the section entitled

“Selected Findings;” which highlights certain basic
survey results, The statements illustrate the types of
empirical data being produced under the National
Crime Survey program, -

All statistical data.in this report are estimates

subject to errors arising both from the fact that they

are based on information obtained from sample sur-
veys rather than complete censuses, and from the
fact that recording and processing mistakes . in-

variably occur in the course of a large-scale data
" collection effort. As part-of the dlscussmn on re-

liability of estimates, these sources of error are
treated in Appendixes 1I and 1I1. It should be noted
at the outset, however, that with respect to the effect
of samplinig érrors, estimate valiations can be de-
termined rather precisely: In the report’s selected
findings, categorical statements involving analytical
comparisons met statistical tests that the differences
were equivalent to or greater than two standard




errors, or, in other words, that the chances were at
least 95 out of 100 that each difference described did
not result solely from sampling variability. Qualified
statements of comparison met significance tests that
the differences were within the range of 1.6 and 2
standard errors, or that there was a likelihood equal
to at least 90 (but less than 95) out of 100 that the

' difference did not result solely from sampling vari-
_ability. These ¢onditional statements are charac-
“terized by use of the term “some indication.”

. Four techmcal appendlxes and a glossary of terms
have been included to facilitate further analyses and

other uses of survey results. The first appendix con-

tains- facsimiles of the questionnaires used for the
household and commercial surveys, whereas the
second and third have tables for determining esti-
mate variances, as well as information concerning

+sample design and estimation procedures. The fourth
appendix consists of a series of technical notes, par--

alleling the topics covered by the section on selected
findings and designed as guides to the interpretation
of survey results,

In relation to crimes against persons, survey re-
sults arc based onueither of two units of measure—
victimizations or incidents. A victimization is a speci-
fic criminal act as it affects a single victim. An inci-
dent is a specific criminal act involving one or more
victims and offenders. For reasons outlined in the
technical notes, the number of personal victimiza-
tions is somewhat greater than that of personal inci-
dents. As applied to crimes against households and
commercial establishments, however, the terms
“victimization” and “incident” are synonymous, Al-

' though “crimes against commercial establishments,”

“‘commercial crimes,” and other similar terms refer
chiefly to-victimizations of businesses, a relatively
small number of offenses committed against certain
other organizations also are included in results of the
commercial survey, usually under the category
“other’"; the types of entities concerned are discussed
in the introduction to Appendix III.

Attempts to compare information in this publica-

" tion with data collected from local police by the

Federal Bureau of Investigation and published in its

I

report Crime in the United States, Uniform Crime
Reports—I1973 are inappropriate because of substan-
tial differences in coverage between the suiveys and
police statistics. A major difference arises from the
fact that police statistics on the incidence of crime
are derived principally from reports that persons
make to the police, whereas survey data include
crimes not reported to the police, as well as those
reported. Survey data reflect only those crimes
experienced by residents and commercial establish-
ments of San Francisco, even though some acts took
place outside the city; they exclude criminal acts
committed within the city against nonresidents, such
as visitors and suburban commuters. On the other

‘hand, police statistics for San Francisco include all

reported “crimes occurring within the city limits,
irrespective of the victim’s place of residence, and
exclude crimes experienced by city residents in other
jurisdictions. Personal crimes covered in the survey
relate only to persons age 12 and over, whereas
police statistics count crimes against persons of any
age. The surveys did not measure some offenses,
e.g.,, homicide, kidnaping, white-collar crimes, and
commercial larceny (shoplifting and employee
theft), that are included in police statistics, and the
counting and classifying rules for the two programs
are not fully compatible. Similarly, the correspond-
ence between reference periods for results of the city
surveys and published police statistics is not exact.

Unlike crime rates developed from police statis-

tics, the personal rates cited in this report are based

on victimizations rather than on incidents and are

calculated on the basis of the resident population
age 12 and over rather than on all residents; As

- indicated earlier, personal victimizations outnumber

personal incidents. National Crime Survey rates of
victimization for crimes against households and
commercial establishments are based, respectively,
on the number of houscholds and businesses, where-
as rates derived from police statistics for these crimes
are bascd on the total population. A technical note
entitled “Victim characteristics,” Appendix IV, gives
additional details on the manner in which the vic-
timization survey rates were computed.
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The National Crithe Survey is a program designed
to develop information not otherwise available on

* the nature of crime and jts impact on society

by means of victimization surveys of the general
population, Based on representative samplings of
households~ and commercial establishments, the
surveys elicit information about experiences, if any,
with selected crimes of violence and theft, including
events that were reported to the police as well as
those that were not. By focusing on the victim, the
person likely to be most aware of details concern-
ing criminal events, the surveys generate a variety of
data, including information on the circumstances
under which such acts occurred and on their cffect,

As one of the most ambitious efforts yet under-
taken for filling some of the gaps in crime data,
victimization surveys are expected to supply the

{i | .
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criminal justice community with new _insights into .

crime and its victims, complementing data resources
already on hand for purposes of planning, evalua-
tion, and analysis, The surveys cover many crimes
that, for a varicty of reasons, are never brought to
police attention. They also furnish a means for
develgping victim profiles and, for identifiable sec-
tors of society, yield information necessary to com-
pute the relative risk of being victimized. Victimiza-
tion surveys also have the capability of distinguish-
ing between stranger-to-stranger and domestic vio-
lence and between armed and strong-arm assaults
and robberies. They can tally some of the costs of
crime in terms of injury or economic loss sustained,
and they can provide greater understanding as to
why certain criminal acts are not reported to police
authorities. Conducted periodically in'the same area,
victimization surveys provide the data necessary for
developing indicators sensitive to fluctuations in the
levels of crime; conducted under the same procedures

-in different areas, they provide a basis for comparing .
the crime situation between two or more localities or

types of localities.

Victimization surveys, such as those conducted
under the National Crime Survey program, are not
without limitations, however. Although they pro-

vide information on crimes that arc of major interest,
to the gencral public, ‘they cannot measure  all-

criminal activity, as a number of crimes are not
amenable to examination through the survey’ tech-
mque Surveys have proved most successful in esti-
mating crimes with specific victims who understand
what happened to them and how it happened and
who are willing to report what they know. More
specifically, they have been showii to’ be most ap-

plicable to rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and both -
~ personal and houschold larceny, including motor
vehicle theft. Accordingly, the survey program was
designed to focus on these crimes. Murder and kid-

naping ar¢ not covered. The so-called victimless
crimes, such as drunkenness, drug abuse, and
prostitution, also are excluded, as are those ciimes
for which it is difficult to identify knowledgeable
respondents or to locate comprehensive data records,
4s in offenscs against government entities. *
amples of the latter-are income tax evasion and the
theft of office supplies, Crimes of which the victim
may not be aware also cannot be measured effec-
tively by the survey technique. Buying stolen proper-

ty may fall into this category, as may some instances
of fraud and cmbezziement. Attempted crimes “of

most  types probably are underrecorded for this
rcason. Commercial larcenies (e.g., employee theft

and shoplifting) have to date not proved susceptible.

to measurement or study by means of the survey ap-

proach because of the limited documentation main-

tained by inost commercial establishments on losses
from these crimes. Finally, events in which the vic-
tim has shown a willingness to participate in illegal
activity also are excluded. Examples of the latter,

which are unlikely to be reported to interviewers,.

EX-c:

include gambling, various types of swindles, con o :‘

games, and blackmail,

“ , %

t Other than government-operated liquor - stores and
transportauon systems, which fall within the purview of the
program’s commercial sector, government institutions and
offices are outside the scope of the program. Pretests have
indicated that government organization records on crime
gencrally are inadequate for survey purposes
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The success of any victimization sutvey is hlghly
contingent on the degree of cooperation that inter-

."-viewers receive from respondents. In the victimiza-
“tion surveys conducted in 13 central cities during

1974, interviews werc obtained in an average of

96.6.. percent of the housing units occupied by

persons ecligible for interview. In the commercial

sector, the average response rate was 98.9 percent

of eligible business establishments. Details concern-

“ing the size of the sample and response rates in

San Francisco can be found in Appendnxes IT and
I of this report.

Data fro victimization surveys also are subject
to limitations imposed by victim recall, ie,, the
ability of respondents to remember incidents befall-
ing them or their households, and by the phenome-

“non of telescoping, that is, the tendency of some

respondents to recount incidents occurring outside
(usually before) the referenced time frame. In con-

‘tinuous surveys, this tendency can be controlled by
using a bounding technique;
“/interview serves as a benchmark,
records of each successive interview aid in avoiding
-duplicative reporting of criminal victimization experi-
. ences; such a technique is used in the National

whereby the first
and summary

,Crime Survey program’s national sample. Because

“the city surveys have not been continuous, however,

the data are subject to tclescoping,’ and no assess-

“ment has been made concerning the magnitude of

 the problem.

Another of the issues related in p'\rt to victim

recall ability involves the so-called series victimiza-
- tions. Each series consists of three or more criminal
-events ‘similar, if not identical,

in nature and in-
curred by persons unable to identify separately the
details of each act, or, in some cases, to recount
accurately the total number of such acts. Because
of this, no attempt is made to collect information on
the specific month, or months, of octurrence of

- eries victimizations; ‘instead, such data are attributed

to the season, or seasons, of occurrence. Had it
been feasible to make a precise tally of victimiza-

tions that occurred in series and to determine their -

month -of occurrence, inclusion of this information

~in the ®processing of survey results would have

caused certain alterations in the portrayal of criminal

victimization. Perhaps most importantly, rates of

victimiza‘;iOn would have been higher, Because of
the inability of victims. to furnish details concerning

their experiences, however, it would have been im-

firm recollections of each event.

possible to analyze the characteristics and effects of
these crimes. But, although the estimated number of -
series victimizations was appreciable, the number of
victims who actually-experienced such acts was small
in-relation to the total number of individuals who
were victimized one or more times and who had
Approximately
6,000 series  victimizations against persons and

*4,200 against households, each encompassing -at

least three separate but undifferentiated events, were
estimated to have occurred during the 12-month
reference ‘period. A table of these series victimiza-
tions, broken out by specific type of crime, appears
in Appendix. IIT of the preceding report, Criminal
Victimiization Surveys in 13 American Cities.
Although the survey-measured crimes and other
terms used in 'this report are defined in the Glos-
sary of Terms, the discussion that follows. ¢onsists of

.a detailed description of the offenses and of the

procedures followed in classifying victimization
events. -Definitions of the relevant crimes do not
necessarily conform to any Federal or State statutes,
which vary considerably. They are, however, com-
patible with conventional usage and with the defini-
tions used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
in its annual pablication Crime in the United States,
Uniforni Crime Reports,

CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS

- Tn this study, a basic distinction is:made between
two types -of offenses against. persons: crimes of
violence and crimes of theft. Personal crimes of
violence - (rape, personal robbery, and assault) all
bring the victim into direct contact with the offender.
Personal crimes of theft may or may not involve
contact between the victim and offender, ‘

Rape, one of the most serious and, least common
of all the crimes méasured by the surveys, is carnal

knowledge thlfoug"h the use of force or the threat of
force, excluding statutory rape (without force).

Both completed and attempted acts are included,
and incidents of both homosexual and heterosexual
rape are ‘counted.,

Personal robbery is-a crime in which the object
is to relieve a person of property, by force or the
threat of force. The force empl&yed may be a
weapon (armed robbery) or physical power (strong-
arm robbery). In either instance, the victim is




|
|
-
|

placed in physical danger, and physical injury can
and sometimes does fesult. The distinction between
robbery with injuty and robbery without injury
turns solely on whether the victim sustained any in-
jury, no matter how minor. The distinction between
a completed robbery and an attempted robbery
centérs on whether the victim sustained any loss of
cash or property. For example, an incident might be
classified as an attempted robbery simply because
the victim was not carrying anything of value when
held up at gunpoint. Attempted robberies, however,
can be quite serious and can result in severe physical
injury to the victim,

The classic image of a robbery is that of a
masked offender armed with a handgun and operat-
ing against lone pedestrians on a city street at
night. Robbery can, of course, occur anywhere, on
the street or in the home, and at any time. It may
be an encounter as dramatic as the one described,
or it may simply involve a child pinned briefly to
a schoolyard fence while classmates make off with
the victim’s lunch money.

Assaults are crimes in which the object is to do
physical harm to the victim. The conventional forms
of assault are “aggravated” and “simple.” An assault
carried out with a weapon is considered to be an
aggravated assault, irrespective of” the degree of
injury, if any. An assault carried out without a
weapon is aIso an aggravated assault if the attack

results in sefious. m]ury Simple assault occurs when

the injury, if any, is minor and no weapon is used.
Within the general category of assault are incidents

_ with results no more serious than a minor bruise and

mcxdents that bring the victim near death—but only
near, because' death would turn the crime into
homicide.

Attempted assaults differ from assaults carried
out in that in the latter the victim is actually physical-
ly attacked and may incur bodily injury. An at-

- tempted assault could be the result of bad aim

with a gun or it could be a nonspecific verbal threat
to harm the victim. It is difficult to categorize
attempted assault as either.- aggravated or simple
because it is conjectural how much injury, if any,
the victim would have sustained had the assault
been carried out. In some instances, there may
have been no intent 4o carry out the crime. Not all
threats of harm aré issued in earnest; a verbal
threat or a menacing gesture may have been all
the offender intended.. The intent of the offender
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obviously cannot be measured in a victimization
survey. For purposes. of this program, attempted
assault with a weapon was classified as aggravated
assault; attempted assault without a weapon was
considered to be simple assault,’

Although the most fearsome form of assault is
the brutal, senseless attack by #n unknown assailant,
it is also the most rare. Much more common is the
incident where the victim is involved in a minor
scuffle or a domestic: spat, There is reason to
believe that incidents of assault stemming from
domestic quarrels are underreported in victimiza-
tion surveys because some victims do not consider

such events crimes or are reluctant to implicate =

relatives or friends (see “Rehabxlxty of estimates,"
Appendix I1).

Personal crimes of theft (i.e., personal larceny)
involve the theft of cash or property by stealth.
Such crimes may or may not bring the victim into
direct contact with the offender. Personal larceny
with contact encompasses purse snatching, attempted
purse snatching, and pocket picking. Personal larceny -
without contact involves the theft by stealth of
numerous kinds of items, which need not be strictly
personal in nature. It is distinguished from house--
hold larceny solely by place of occurrence, Whereas .
the latter transpires only in the home or its im-
mediate environs, the former can take place at any
other location. Examples of personal larceny with-
out contact include the theft of a briefcase or
umbrelld from a restaurant, a portable radic from
the beach, clothing from an automobile parked in
a shopping center, a bicycle from a schoolground,
food from a shopping cart in front of a supermarket,

“etc. Lack of force is a major identifying element in

personal larceny. Should, for example, 2. woman
become aware of an attempt to snatch her purse

and resist, and should the offender then. use force.
" tha crime would escalate to robbery, - o

Tn any criminal incident against a person, more
than a single offense can take plice. A rape may be

-associated with a.robbery, for example, In classify-

ing the survey-measured crimes, each criminal
event has been counted only once, by the most
serious act that took place during the incident and in
accordance with the seriousness ranking system used
by the Federal Burcau of Investigation. The order -

of scriousness for crimes against persons is: rape, * -

robbery, assault, and larceny. Consequently, it a ,
person were both robbed and assaulted during the =~
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same incident, the event would be classified as
robbery; but, if the victim was harmed by the beating,
the detailed characteristics would reveal that it was
robbery with injury.

CRIMES AGAINST HOUSEHOLDS

All'three of the mcasured crimes against house-
holds—-burglary, household larceny, and motor ve-
hicle theft—are crimes that do not involve personal
confrontation, If there were such confrontation, the
crime would be a personal crime, not a household
crime, and the victim no longer would be the
houschold itself, but the member of the houschold
involved in the confrontation, For cxample, if
‘members of the household surprised a burglar in
their home and then were threatened or harmed by
the intruder; the act would be classified as assauit,
if the intruder were to demand or take cash and/or
property from the household members, the cvent
would be classified as robbery.

The most serious of the crimes against housc-
holds ‘is burglary, Burglary is the illegal entry or
attempted entry of a structure. The assumption is
that the purpose of the entry was to commit a crime,
usually theft, but no additional offens¢ need take
place for the act to be classified as burglary. The
entry may be by force, such as picking a lock,
breaking a window, or sla.uhmg a screen, -or it miay
be through an unlocked door or an open window. As
long as the person cntering had no legal right to be
present in the structure, a burglary has occurred.
Furthermore, the structure need not be the house
itself for a household burglary to take placé. Illegal
entry ‘&f a garage, shed, or any other structure on
the premises also constitutes houschold burglary.
In fact, burglary docs not necessarily have to occur
on the premises. If the breaking and entering oc-
curred in a hotel or in a vacation residence, it would
still be classified as a household burglary for the
household whose member or members were in-
volved.

o

As mentioned eatlier, household larceny occurs
when cash or property is removed from the home or
its immediate vicinity by stealth. For a_household
larceny to occur within the home itself, the thief
must be someone with a right to be there, such as a
maid, a delivery man, or a guest. If the person has
no right to be there, the crime is a burglary, House-
hold larceny can consist of the theft of jewelry,
clothes, lawn furniture, garden hoses, silverware,
ete.

The theft or unauthorized use of motor vehicles,
commonly regarded as a specialized form of house-
hold larceny, is treated separatcly in the National
Crime Survey program, Completed as well as at-
tempted acts involving automobiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and other vehicles legally entitled to use pub-
lic streets are included,

CRIMES AGAINST COMMERCIAL J” :
ESTABLISHMENTS ’

Although commercial crimes, as the term is used
in this report, consist primarily of victimizations of
business establishments, they also include a relatively
small number of offenses commitisd against certain
other organizations, described in the introduction to
Appendix III.

Only two types of commerciai crimes are
measured by the National Crime Survey program:
robbery and burglary. These crimes are comparable
fo robbery of persons and burglary of households
except that they are carried out against places of
business rather than individuals or households. Un-
like household burglary, however, commercial
burglaries: can take place only on the premises of
busmestxﬁrms In a robbery of a commercial estab-
lishnigit, as in a personal robbery, there must be
personaf confrontation and the threat or use of
force. Commercial robberies usually occur on the
premises of places of business, but some can happen
away from the premises, such as during the holdup
of sales or delivery personnel away from the
establishment,

o ‘ e =



SELECTED FINDINGS

The statements that follow are illustrative of the
information that can be drawn from this report’s
data tables. As a guide to readers, table source
citations are given parenthetically after cach finding.
Individuals wishing to perform additional analysis on
the topics covered in the selected findings are re-
ferred to Appendix IV, Technical Notes, for
guidance in the interpretation of survey results.

General

The household and commercial surveys determined
that an estimated 194,400 criminal victimizations
were committed against San Francisco residents
and businesses in 1973,

Fifty-six percent involyed individuals; 35 percent,
households; and 9 percent, commercial establish-
meiifs.

Personal crimes of theft outnumbered personal
crimes of violence by about 1.8 to 1.

Victim characteristics

San Francisco residents were victimized by personal
crimes of violence at a rate of 71 per 1,000 persons
age 12 and over [Table 1].

Males had a much higher victimization rate than
females [Table 171.

4Whites had a higher rate than blacks; members
of other races had the lowest rate [Table 19].

Individuals in families having annual incomes of
less than $3,000 had the highest rate of any
income group [Table 207].

Females were victimized by rape at a'rate of §
per 1,000 [Table 17].

Blacks had a considerably higher household burglary
rate than whites, but there were no significant dif-
ferences between the household iarceny and motor
vehicle theft rates for each of the races [Table 62].

Households headed by the elderly (age 65 and over)
had the lowest burglary rate of any age group; they
also had relatively low household larceny and motor
vehicle theft rates [Table 61].

Houschold larceny rates tended to rise as the num-
ber of persons in the household increased [Table
651]. :

The houschold larceny rate for households with °
six or more members was about three times that -
of one-person houscholds [Table 65].

Commercial establishments were burglarized at a
rate -of 253 and robbed at a rate of 80 pet 1,000
[Table 85].

One-fifth of all businesses - were victimized at
least once during the year; 13 percent of those
affected were victimized two or more times
[Tables 87, 90].

Reporting to the police

About one-third of all personal crimes were reported
to the police [Table 40].

There was. some indication that women were .
more apt than men to have reported violent
crimes, but there was no significant difference
between the proportions reported by whites and
blacks [Table 41]. ,

Crimes of violence involving strangers and those
between nonstrangers were reported to the police
with about equal frequency [Table 40]

Forty-threc percent of all household crimes were
reported to the pohce {Table 74].

___There was no “significant difference between the
proport.a\ns of household crimes reported by
whites .and blacks [Table 74].

L .
\‘-isevemy-three percent of commercial burglaries and

robberies were reported to the police [Table 93].
L]

- e e
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The most common reasons for not rcporting per-
- sonal, household, and commercial crimes were the
'victim’s beliefs that nothing could be done and that
the crime was not important enough [Tables 39,
70, 92].

Time and place of occurrence

Most personal crimes (55 percent) occurred during
the day. [Table 54].

Violent crimes were about equally divided be-
tween day and night [Table 547].

Overall, more household crimes occurred at might
than during the day; however, household burglaries
were mainly daytime offenses [Table 84].

Most commercial burglaries (71 percent) occurred
at night; most commercial ,rqbberies (66 percent)
took place in the day [Table 101].

Most personal crimes (55 percent) took place on the
street or in other outdoor locations; only 3 percent
occurred inside the victim’s home [Table 36].

About one-fourth of all rapes took place inside
the victim’s home [Table 36].

Number of victims and offenders

Nine-tenths of all personal crimes of violence in-
volved a single victim [Table 20].

Most (58 percent) personal crimes of violence, as
well as rape and assault considercd separately, in-
volved a single offender [Table 28].

Single-offender crimes were relatively more likely
io have involved nonstrangers than strangers
[Table 29].

Fifty-four percent of personal robberies were car-
ried out by two or more offenders; commercial
robberies were about equally divided between
single- and multiple-offender cases [Tables 28, 89].

Percelved characteristics
!of oftenders

“Strangers committed 86 percent of all personal
crimes of violence [Table 5].

Strangers were relatively more likely to have
victimized whites and men, respectively, than
blacks and women [Table 5].

Victims perceived that blacks and whites perpe-
trated roughly cquivalent proportions of single-
offender personal crimes of violence; however,
blacks carried ocut most single-offender robberies,
and whites committed more single-offender assaults
than blacks [Table 91,

Blacks were identified as having committed most
multiple-offender robberics, but there was no signi-
ficant difference between the proportions of multi-
ple-offender assaults committed by blacks and by
whites [Table 117].

Victims perceived that members of races other than
black or white committed 10 percent of single- and
8 percent of multiple-offender personal crimes of
violence [Tables 9, 111].

There was some indication that most single-
offender robberies of whites were carried out
by blacks [Table 10],

Most (64 percent) multiple-offender robberies
of whites were committed by blacks [Table
121,

Most (59 percent) single-offender assaults of
whites were committed by whites [Table 10].

There was no significant difference between the
proportions of multiple-offender assaults against
whites committed by whites and by blacks
[Table 12]. o

Most multiplc-offender robberies of blacks (82
percent) were pecpetrated by blacks; also, there
was some indication that a majority of single-
offender robberies of blacks were committed by
blacks [Tables 12, 10}.

Most singlc-offender assaults (73 percent) of
blacks were committed by blacks [Table 10].

One-fourth of single-offender violent crimes were
committed by persons age 12-20; for multiple-of- -
fender crimes, the proportion was 45 percent
[Tables 13, 15]. .
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Weapons use by offenders

Offenders used weapons in 36 percent of all person-
al crimes of violence [Table 561,

Weapons were used relatively more often in
stranger-to-stranger violent ctimes than in those
involving nonstrangers [Table 56],

Firearms accounted for one-fourth of the types
of weapons used in personal crimes of violence;
the proportion was smaller than that for knives
[Table 57].

Offenders used weapons in 62 percent of all com-
mercial robberies [Table 102].

Firearms were the most common type (55 per-
cent) of weapon used in commercial robberies
[{Table 103].

Victim self-protection

Victims took self-protective measures in most (66
percent) personal crimes of violence [Table 43].

Victims rarely used firearms or knives in self-
defense, but physical force and other weapons
were employed relatively often, as was non-
violent resistance [Table 45]. '

Victim injury and economic loss

Victims were injured in 28 percent of all personal
robberies and assaults [Table 31].

Therc was some indication that robbery and
-assault victims of nonstrangers were relatively
more likely to have sustained injuries than were
the victims of strangers [Table 31].

In 9 percent of all personal crimes of violence,
the victim received hospital care [Table 33].

Selected Findings 7

Seventy-two percent of all personal crimes jnvolved

loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 477.

Personal larceny was more likely than robbery to
have resulted in ecomomic loss to the victim
[Table 47]. J

B

In most (57 percent) persdnal crimes with loss, -

the losses were valued at less than $50, includ-
ing items of no monetary value [Table 48].

There were no significant differences between
the relative value of losses suffered by blacks and
whites [Table 49].

In a substantial majority of completed personal
robberies and larcenies, no losses were recovered
[Table 51].

About nine-tenths of all household crimes involved
loss of money or property and/or property damage
[Table 78].

Among household crimes resulting in loss, 51
percent involved amounts of $50 or more
" [Table 807.

Blacks suffered a somewhat greater proportion

of losses in the $50 or more category than did
whites [Table 801, .

In 71 percent of household crimes with theft,
no losses were recovered; however, in 55 per-
cent of all motor. vehicle thefts, losses were
fully recovered [Table 81].

Eighty-two percent of commercial burglaries and

62 percent of commercial robberies resulted in .

¢conomic loss -[Table 96].

Sixty-three percent of commercial crimes with -

loss involved amounts over $50 [Table 977.







SURVEY DATA TABLES

Table 1. Personal crimes: Number of victimizations and victimization rates
for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime

Type of erime Numbox! Rate
Urimeg of violence 38,600 71
Rape 1,600 3
Robbery v 15,700 29
Robbery and atbempbed robbery
! with Injuey N 14 80Q Q
From perious appault 2,400 [
‘ From minor assault 2,400 5
! Robbery without injury 5,500 10
Attempted robbery without injury 5,400 10
Aggault 21,400 39
; Aggravated asoault 7,900 : 1,
With injury 21200 L
Attempted ascault with weapon 54700 10
e Simple aspault 13,500 25
{‘ With injury 3,300 [
! Y Attempted assault without weapon 10,100 12
i
LS Crimog of thelt 70,300 1423
AN Personsl lavceny with contact 12,600 23
A/ Purse snatehing 2,500 5
§, Attempted purse snatching 1,600 3
P Pockat picking 8,500 16
A Perponal larceny without contact 57,700 106

NOTE:  Dotail may not add to tolal shown bocsuse of rounding.
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Table 2. Personal crimes: Number of incidents and victimizations and ratio
of incidents to victimizations, by type of crime

Type of crinie K Incldents Victimizations Ratio

Crimes of violence 33:200 38,600 1:1.16
Rapé 1,500 1,600 141,08
Robbery 11000 15,700 111,42

Robbery and attempted robbery B
with injury 4500 ' 1, 800 111,07
B From serious assault 24,200 2,400 1:1.07
» From minor assault 2,300 2,400 111,07
Robbery without injury 1. 600 5 500 111,21
Attempted robbeéry without dnjury 14,900 5,400 1:4,10
Assault 17,800 21,300 1:1.20
Aggravated assault 6,200 7,900 111.28
With injury 1,600 2,200 111,20
o Attempted assault with weapon 14300 5,700 1:1.31
Simple assault 11,600 13,500 141,16
With injury 2,900 1 300 111,16
Attempted assault withoub weapon 8,700 10,100 1:1.16

Orimes of theft 68,300 70,300 1:1.03

Personal larceny with contact 11,900 12,600 1:1.06
Purse snetching 2,500 2,500 1¢1.04
Attempted purse snstohing 1,500 1,600 114,07
Pocket picking (000 8,500 1:1.07

Personal larceny without contast 156,400 57,700 1:1.02

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown becausé of rounding. Ratios c¢aleulsted Lrom unrounded
figures.
3Bacause of dats processing problems; a menual weighting procedure was used fox sstimating ths
number of incidents of personal lureeny wibhout contact. Sinee it was not feasibls to perform
an adjustment for csses involving mora than one victim, the sstimated number of incldents may beo
slightly inflated.

. i e



Table 3. Personal crimes of violence: Number and rate of victimizations, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

(Rate per 1,000 resident population sge 12 and over)

All victimizations . Involving strangers Involving nonstrangers
Type of crime Numbex Rate Number Rate Number " Rate
Crimes of violence 38,600 71 33,000 60 5,600 10
Hape 1,600 3 1,~OO 2 . 300 i 1
Completed rape 400 1 300 1 1100 oz
Attempied rape 1,200 2 . 1,000 2 1200 17
Robbery 15,700 29 14,700 27 1,000 2
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury L,800 9 4,500 8 300 7
From serious assault 2,400 4 2,200 N 1100 17
From minor assault 2,400 L 2,300 N ¥ 100 17
Robbery without injury 5,500 10 5,200 9 400 1
Attempted robbery without injury 5,400 10 5,000 9 Loa 1 ©
Assault 21,400 39 17,100 31 4,300 8
Aggravated assault 7,900 14 6,600 12 1,300 2
With injury 2,200 L 1,600 3 600 1
Attempted assault with weapon 5,700 10 ¢ 5,000 9 700 1
Simple assault 13,500 25 10,500 19 3,000 6
With injury 3,300 6 2,400 k Y00 2
Attempted assault without v
weapon 10,100 19 8,100 15 2,100 I

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding,
2 Iess than 0.5 per 1,000.
1 Estimate, based on about 10 or i‘ewer sample cases, 18 statistically unreliable.

s2iq9), wieQ Asaing
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Table 4. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations, by selected
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic All pergonsl crimes Crimes of violence Crimes of thafl
Sex. )
Mala (48) 53 58 50
Fomale (52) L7 42 50
Raco -
White (73 81 83 80
Black (12 10 11 10
Other (15 8 6 B 10
Ags
12-15 6; 7 11 5
16~19 (6 9 12 7
202 (12) 19 20 18
2534 () 27 26 28
35-49 (19) 17 1, . 18
50-64 (20 13 10 1
65 and aover (16) 9 7 10

NOTZ: Datodl may not add to 100 percent beesuse of rounding.

Table 5. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving
strangers, by type of crime and selected characteristics of victims

Sox Race

Type of erdms Both gexes Malo Fomale White Blaek
Crimes of violense 86 as 83 88 46
Rape 80 167 80 82 166
Robbary 9 95 92 95 B
‘ Robbory and attempted
robbery with injury 95 96 93 95 9
From sarious assault 9, 9l 93 A 1100
o From minor agsault 9h 98 93 96 3
‘ Robbery without injury 93 95 91 95 7
Attempted robbory without
| injury 93 95 92 95 86
l Agganlt 80 82 77 82 55
Aggravated assault 8l 85 8l 86 68
With injury 73 7% &7 i 15
Attempted agsault with
% weepon &g 49 86 a8 78
simple apsault 78 79 76 81 b8
With injury 72 76 &7 77 34
Attompted sssault
without weapon 79 80 78 82 53

‘Eahﬂme, based on dboub 10 or fewer samplo cages, is stabtistically unreliable.
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Table 6. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations involving

strangers, by type of crime and sex and race of victims o : )
Male oo Fomile
Type of vrine Whita Black White Black
Crimes of violenct 89 i 86 51
Rape 147 2 83 N
Robbery 97 a7 92 28
With dnjury 94 100 93 176
Without injury 97 20 SR o
Asgault 83 69 83 Hi
Azgravated assauly 86 77 o 85 15g
Simplo angault ‘ 80 62 81 36

‘Esbimabe. based on uboub 10 or fower gample cased, fo statistically unvellable,
Ao rapes of black malea were rocordsd,

Table 7. Personal assault: Percent of victimizations involving strangers,
by race and age of victims

Race and age ;AL assaulto Aggravated agsanlt Simple assault
ALL races! ’ Z»/
12-15 73 91 65
16-19 6 85 e
20-2), 80 78 81
253k 82 86 79 &
35~=49 83 B85 81
5064 9 8z . 7t
65 and over 91 269 \ 100
¥hite
12~15 % 100 48 ,
16-19 80 89 75 [
2024 g2 78 8l R4
25-34 85 87 83 ‘\"
35-49 82 87 80
SO‘GA 83 a5 82 U‘
65 and ovor 91 259 100 :
Black
12-15 251 agy A
16-19 4, 248 43
20-24 #51 250 251
25-34 55 an 248
35-49 79 280 ]
50-04 13 %65 227
65 and over 0 Q o] -

MIncludes data on Yother™ races, hob chown separstaly.
patimote, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample eases, is stabistieally unreldabla.

Table 8. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations
involving nonstrangers, by type of crime and nature of relationship

Type of crime Related pnd/or well known Casually acquainted ,
Crigas of violence! 39 b1

Robuary ‘ 31 &9

Assa\.‘% 41 ‘ 59 -

VIncludes daba on rapa, nob shown aeparaholy

Q
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Table 9. - Personal crimes:of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offender

o

Perceived rags of offender

Not known and
Typa of crime White Black Othex not available
Crimes of Vviolence InA L3 10 3
Rape 39 L2 118 0
Gompleted rape Y2 *39 *19 0
Attempted rape 38 43 118 0
) ~Tobbery T é1 6 5
a Rebbery with injury 28 62 13 16
Robbery without injury 2 41 8 15
Assault 52 3y RN 3
Aggravated assault U5 18 1k 13
R Simple assault 57 32 Ll )

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fawer sample cases, is'statistically unreliable.
: f

Table 10. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-offender
victimizations, by type of ¢iime, race of victims, aind perceived race of offender

Perceived race of offender

Not known and

Type of crime and race of victims White Black Other not available
= Crimes of violence
White T k0 38 10 3
Black 1L 7 g 15
0 Rape .
White 49 29 123 o}
Black s} 1100 0 0
Robbery
White 29 60 6 15
Black *10 80 15 %5
Robbery with injury )
White 32 60 12 4
Black 113 1 . 0 0
Robbary without injury
Wirlte 28 60 7 )
Black *g R () g 18
Assdult . )
White i 59 28 10 12
Black 112 73 19 15
Aggravated assault
White 51 30 15 2
I Blacky, 133 76 iy 1)
i Simple é'ssault
White” bl 27 7 Y
Blagk 1312 71 N 11 16

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




Suney Data Tables

Table 11. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
uffender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived race of offenders

Perceived race of offenders

Not: known and

Type of erime ALY, white All black ~ All other Mixed races = not available
Crimés of violence 25 53 8 11 3
Rape 111 ’éa 0 LIV 0
Robbery 19 5 - 6 g 1
Robbery with injury 25 60 iq 1g 0
Robbery without injury 17 68" 5 g - 12
Assatlt 3k 38 11 12 5
Aggravated agsault 33 36 15 1 13
Simple assault 3l 39 9 12 14

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 12. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of muitiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, race of victims,
and perceived race of offenders

Porceived race of offenders

Type of crime¢ and race Not. known and
of victims AL1 white ALl black A1l other Mixed races not available
Crimes of violence® vy
hite 26 52 7 1R 3
Black . 215 71 26 24 83
Robbery
White © 20 A 5 9 ' 2 .
Black 2y BZ 3, 29 )
Asgault s
White . 35 37 9 14 25
Black 223 60 212 Q 24

NOTE: Detall mey nobt add to 100 percént becduse of rounding.
}Ineludes duta on rape, not showt sapsvately.
®gstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unréliable.

Table 13. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
offender victimizations, by type of crime
and perceived age of offender

Porceived age of offender

. Total 21 and Not. known and
Type of crime Under 12 12-20 12=14 15-17 18-20 over not svailable
Crimes of violence hEt 25 5 8 11 72 2
Rape 0 19 12 o] iy 86 ig
Robbery 13 35 5 13 17 63 11
Robbery with injury 13 30 12 LT LEYA 65 12
Robbery without
injury 0 a7 7 12 1e b2 Y
Assault v 131 21 5 7 9 76 32
Aggravated assault 11 .18 15 6 7 78 4,
Simple assault b5 23 é 7 10 7 1 -

NOTE: Deteil may not sdd to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically \m.reliable.
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" Criminal Victimlzation Surveys In San Francisco

Table 14. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of single-
-offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offender

Type of crime and age of victims

Perceived age of offender

Nobt knowr and

Under 12 12-20 21 and over not available
Crimes of violence®
12~19 21 63 34 22
20~34 2z 12 87 2
35-49 2] 21 73 25
50~64 o] 16 78 24
65 and over 24 33 &1 0
Robbery
12~19 0 9 218 23
20-34, 0 20 80 0
35-49 3 29 69 0
50-64 0 225 67 2g
65 and over. 23 39 58 0
Assaull
12-19 22 60 36 =2
20-34 2z il 88 2
35-49 0 216 77 an
5051, 0 219 83 2
65 and over 213 220 67 0

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

2 ‘Lass than 0.5 percent.

1Includes data on rape, 1ot shown separately.

"Estimate; based on about 10 or fever sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 15. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offendérs
Al

' All under 21 Not kriown and

Type of crime 12 All 12-20 and over Mixed ages not available
Crimes of violence 13 L5 42 20 12
Rape 0 122 147 114 0
Robbery M i 32 21 1
Robbery with injury L5 39 32 25 13
Robbery without injury 11 L7 32 19 ig
Assault 1z 47 31 .19 13
Aggravated assault i 146 3k 16 A3
Simple assault 0 L7 29 21 '3

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.

Z Less than 0.5 percent.

Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbatistically unreliable.
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Table 16. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of multiple-
offender victimizations, by type of crime, age of victims,
and perceived age of offenders

Perceived age of offenders

Type of crime and AL1 under Al 21 ; Not kriown and Y
age of victims 12 A1l 1220  and over Mixed ages not available <
Orimes of violence! L S
12-19 ‘ 22 69 9 Ly !
20-34 2z it 40 21 21
35-49 a1 36 42 18 23
50-64 0 35 12 21 22 e
65 and over o] 31 L3 223 23 : o
Robbery ) . b
12-19 2y, 69 2g 19 D =
20-31 2y 36 b1 20 3
35-49 0 iy 36 R19 0
50-64 0 . 28 43 29 Q
65 and over ¢] 32 42 223 23,
Assault
12-19 0 71 29 17 a
20-34 0 7 39 23 21
35-49 23 323 L9 247 29
506l 0 2.9 20 34 24
65 and aver 0 235 239 226 0 g

NOTB: Detail may not add ta 100 percent because of rounding.
7 Tess than 0.5 percent.
! Includes data on rape, not shown separately. e
2Estimate, based on ghout 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.

Table 17. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons aée 12 and over, .
by type of crime and sex of victims '

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Male Femdle :
Type of crime (259,600) (286,600) ,
Crimes of violence 84 57 /
pe Nz 5 : :
Robbery 38 20 i
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 11 7
From serdous assault 6 3
Frog minor asseult 5 i :
Robbery without injury 15 6 K
Attempted roblery withoub injury 13 7
Assault L7 32 i
Aggravated. assault 20 9 f
With injury 6 2
Attempted assault with weapon 15 7 ol
Simple “assault 27 23
With injury 7 5
Attempted assault without weapon 20 17 :
Crimes of theft 135 123 "
Pergonal larceny with contact 17 28
Purse snatching ‘2 9
Attempted purse snatching 1z ) 5 Moss
Pdcket picking 17 14 !
Personal larceny without contact : 118 95

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group, Detall may not add to total shown
because of rounding. N
Z Less than 0.5 percent. )
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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» Table 18. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and age of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each, éroup)

3549 50-6l; 65 and over

12-15 16-19 2021, 25-34 o

Type of crime (32;200) (32,800) (66,900) (114, 100) (102,700) {107, 700) (89,700) 3
Grimes of violerce 132 136 114 88 52 37 2, 3
Rape L ig 10 3 1 1 oz <
Robbery 57 19 30 31 25 18 24 8
Robbery and attempted robbery - , =

with dnjury 13 18 9 9 9 7 10 3

Robbery without dnjury 28 19 10 11 9 I 8 N
Attempted robhery without injury 18 21 10 12 8 7 [ '°-'.

Asssult 7L 80 75 54 26 18 7 3
Aggravated assault 20 30 . 25 o2 10 6 12 P

¢ With injury 9 1 8 5 12 i3 17 €
Attempted assault with weapon 11 . 22 17 1 7 4 1 g

Simple assaulb 51 50 50 30 16 12 6 <

With injury 18 13 17 5 4 12 17 @

. Attempted assault without weapon 32 37 34 24 12 10 6 3
Crimes of theft 105 148 188 172 125 91 81 2
Personal larceny with contact 18 17 20 i8 17 27 43 3

Purge snatching 13 15 Y, 8 9 8 12 o

Pocket picking = 15 12 17 10 8 19 31 2
Personal larceny without éontact 98 131 168 154 108 65 38 [}

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding. §

7 Less than 0.5 percent. )
‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 19. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and race of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 snd over)

Whibe © 0 Biuck ’ Other 0

Type of crime (396, 100) (65,600) ‘ (84,500)
Orimes of violence 81 [9A o
Rape 3 - *h b
Robbery 33 - 23 13
Robbery and attempted
robbery with injury 10 Vi . )
From serious assault 5 1) L
From minor.assault 5 A 12
Robbery without injury 1l 9 H
Attempted robbery without
injury 11 9 5
Agzauit L5 36 .13
Aggravated assault 16 13 6
With injury b . 5 '3
Attempted assault with
weapon 12 8 3
Simple assault 29 23 7
With injury q 7 !
Attempted assault wibhout
weapon 22 16 -6
Crimes of theft 142 110 81
Personal larceny with contact 25 16 , 18
Purse snatching 8 7 7
Pocket picking 18 9 a1
Personal larceny without ‘
contach 117 9, 63 &

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detall may not add to total shown
because of rounding. ‘
‘Babimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.




‘Table 20. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by type of crime and annual family income of victims

(Rate per 1,000 resident populabtion age 12 and over)

Less than $3,000- $7,500~ $10,000- $15,000~ $25,000 Not
$3,000 o 37,499 $9,999 $14,999 $24,,999 or more available
. Type of crime ) (55,000) (122,900) (58,700) (116,500) (91,500) (39,200) (62,000)
e - (i
Crimes of violence ’ 115 8l 61, 65 57 73 L5
Rape 6 5 12 12 1 12 13
Robbery ) 56 35 2l 27 19 29 16
Robbery and abtempted robbery
with fnjury 17 12 8 8 5 13 15
Robbery without injury 21 11 8 8 8 10 2
Attempteéd robbary without injury 18 11 9 11 6 11 Ay
«Assault 53 My 35 36 58 L2 26
Aggravated sssault 0 20 12 13 1k 8 9
With injury ’ 1, 8 13 3 3 12 13
Attempted asssult with weapon 16 12 9 10 10 14 7
Simpla assault 33 24 23 23 24 3k . 18
With injury 8 8 15 5 5 8 6
Attempted aspault without weapon 25 17 18 18 19 26 12
Crimes of theft 138 131 127 132 135 149 92
Personal larceny with contact 37 3l 26 16 18 17 18
Purse snatching 7 11 1g 7 6 11 7
Pocket picking 30 23 17 9 12 5 1L
Perscnal larceny without contact 101 97 102 115 116 142 73

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
'Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 21. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for 6ersons age 12 and over,
by type of crime and marital status of victims

(Rate por 1,000 Tesident population age 12 and over)

Survey Data Tables

Never Divorced and

marrisd Married Widowed separated

Type of crime (192,300)  (244,000)  50,400) 155:900)
Crimes of violence N 114 3 41 98
Rape 5 1 1 6
Robbery I3 13 28 L9
Robbery and attempted robbery )
with injury 11 4 U 19
Erom serious assault 5 2 ? 9
From minor assault 6 2 q 10
Rebbery without injury 16 5 ;] 12
Attempted robbery without injury 15 N 16 18
Asgault 66 22 12 iy
Aggravated assault 25 8 13 19
With injury : 7 2 1l 6
Attempted assandb with weapon 18 3 12 13
Simple assault Ll 15 9 25
With injury 12 2 b 3
Attempted assault without weapon 29 13 8 18
Crimes of theft 162 103 a7 162
Personal lorceny with conbact 21 18 45 32
Purse smatching 5 7 19 8
Pocket pleking 16 12 26 24
Pargonal larceny withoub contackt 141 85 k2 130

NOTE¢ MNumbors in parentheges refor to population in the group. Debtail may not add to total shown

because of rounding,

Estimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliabli.
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Table 22. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by sex and age of victims and type of crime

(Rate per‘ 1,000 resident population in each group)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Robbery. Personal  Personal
. A1l personal Robbery Robbery Assault All personal larceny larceny
crimes of, ALl rob- with without AL Aggravated Simple crimes of with without
Sex and age violence® beries injury injury assaults assault assault theft conbact contact
Male
12-15 (15,800 164 89 217 72 76 25 51 99 26 94
16-19 (16,200 158 76 215 62 82 . 38 43 156 235 141
20-24 (31,000 121 37 13 23 83 30 53 196 12 185
25-31, (56,900 103 39 10 29 63 36 27 168 7 161
35-49 (52;000 68 34 11 23 35 13 22 125 7 118
50-64 (50,400 49 2 10 13 25 9 16 104 22 82
65 and over (37,200) ) 2% 6 20 14 2 10 97 53 bl
Female .
12-15 (16,400 .10y, 27 25 21 67 216 S5l 111 29 102
16-19 (16,600 115 2 22 20 78 21 57 140 18 122
0-24 (35,800 109 - 23 26 18 68 20 L8 181 28 153
25-34 (57,200 h 2 7 17 45 13 32 175 28 147
35-49 {50,800 35 17 7 10 17 6 10 125 27 98
-50-64 (57,300 26 13 24 9 12 33 9 80 31 49
65 and over (52,500) 25 22 13 : 8 a3 0 3 69 36 34

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
Y Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 23. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
by type of crim_e and sex and race of victims

Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and aver)
8

Male Female
. White Black White Black
Type of crime (186,900) (31,400) (209, 200) (34, 200)
Crimes of wilolence 99 78 65 "53
Rape iy 0 5 8
Robbery 43 37 24 10
With injury : 12 12 9 23
Without injury 31 25 16 bd
Assault 56 38 36 35
Aggravated assault 2 17 10 10
Simple assault 32 21 26 25
Crimes of theft 145 130 139 91
Personal larceny with
contact 18 13 32 18
Personal larceny without
cortact 127 117 108 73

NOTE: Nunmbers dn parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown
because of rounding. :
% Less than 0.5 per 1,000.
YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

Table 24. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and oi/er,
| by sex and marital status of victims and type of crime
| (Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
Robbery Assault ] ~ Personsl Personal
A1l personal Robbery Robbery All persorial = larceny  larceny
crimes of AL rob- with without  All Aggravated  Siwple crimes of with without
. Sex and marital status violencel beries injury injury agsaults agsault agsault theft contact contact
Male ) )
Never married (104,400) 131 58 15 = Ly 72 31 i 159 16 143
Married (121,600 Ly 17 5 12 27 10 17 110 14 97
Widowed (9;100) 52 233 21, 319 30 o 220 89 60 290
Divorced and separated (23,500) 118 67 26 i1 50 31 19 172 27 145
Female ) ) "
Never married (88,000) 93 25 7 18 59 17 42 166 27 139
Married 2122,1;00) 30 1 3 8 17 5 13 97 23 74
Widowed (41,300) 39 /] ih 12 1 24 27 86 42 Ly

Divorced and separated (32,;400) 8l 3% U 22 39 10 29 155 36 120

- NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rourding.
YTIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
%patimate, based on about 10 off fewer sample cases, ia astatistically unreliable.
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Table 25. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over, by race and age of victims and type of crime ®
(Rate per 1,000 resident population in each group) ’

Crimes of violence Crimeg of theft

Personal Personal
A1l personal All personal larveny larceny
crimes of erimag of with without
Race amnd age violence! . Robbery } Assault theft «eontach contact
White ) )
12-15 (18,300 190 87 91 122 24 115 :
16-19 (19,400 175 55 109 162 17 144 =
20-2, (47,500 137 3 91 217 e 193 :
25-3L (84,500 104 38 62 196 il 175
| 35-49 (68,300 61 29 31 16 i6 130 :
| 50-64 . (80,600 ) 42 20 21 97 2 70
- 65 and over (77,300) 12 24 8 81 L5 N 3 Y
/ Black )
12-15 (7,300 &8 - 17 51 91 73 N 5
16-19 (6,700 98 51 242 144 ’i9 f 126
-2, (7,400 92 og 58 132 832 .. 120 §’ :
25-34 (13,000 ;9] 28 52 116 210 ' 107
35-49 (14,200 57 26 30 118 248 100 3
50-64 (12,500 ‘ 29 22 217 80 16 63
€5 and over (4,400} 228 224 0 % 228 agy
NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to tobal shown because of rounding. !

1Includes data on rape, not shown peparately.
"Estimate; based on about 10 or fewer sampie cases, is stabistically unrelisble.
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Table 26. Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,

by race and annual family income of victims and type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 resident population age 12 and over)

“
%

Crimes of violence

Crimes of theft

Personal Personal
All personal - All personal larceny larceny
' crimes of ¢rimes of with without
Race and income violence? Robbery Assault theft contact contact
White !
Lébs than $3,000  (38,700) 120 61 5k 151 45 106
$7,500-39,999 (41,000 3 30 41 139 29 110
$10,000-814,999 (82,200 79 31 45 149 16 133
$15,000-$24,999 (68,700 63 21 45 146 20 126
$25,000 or more (32,400 79 31 45 157 28 149
Not available (45,300) L8 17 28 97 22 76
Black )
Leas than $3,000 (9,000) 141 45 83 107 a2 86
$3,000-$7, 499 518.200) 0 25 30 102 25 77
$7,500-$9,999 (8,700) 57 221 36 107 a7 100
$10,000-814, 999 §13,1oo) 35 %12 221 104 27 97
$15,000-$2,4,999 6,300; 49 220 225 137 215 122
$25,000 or more {1,300 291 221 270 279 o] 279
Not_available = (9,000) L8 17 230 93 21y 78

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to population in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

3 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.

3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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' 26- . Crlmln}pl Vjctimization Surveys In San Francisco
Table 27. ‘Personal crimes: Victimization rates for persons age 12 and over,
‘ by race, sex, and age of victims and type of crime ‘

(Bate per 1,000 resident population in each group) »

Racge,.gex, and age Crimes of violence Crimes of theft
White
. Male )
& 12-15 (8'7°°§ 253 103
©16-19 (9,200 196 156
§ 20-2h (2,200) 18 226
| 25-3l (43,100 123 183
35-45 (36,100 7k 140
50-6k (37,200 . 55 . 108
65 and over {30,500) L2 95
Female ’
12-15  (9,600) 135 139
16-19 (10,200 156 166
20~-2) (25,500 127 210
25-34 (41,400 85 209
35+49 (32,200 46 . 153
50~6k (43,400 31 a8
65 and over (46,800) 26 71
Black
Male 4
= 12-15 {3,400 : Y55 128
4 ©16-19 (3,500 127 199
2021, (3,500 ~ V), 99
25-3l {6,400 81 135
35-49 (8,700 100 133
50-64 (5,700 118 401
&5 and over (2,100) 131 1330
Femals ! -
12-15 (3,800 79 Ao
16-19  (3y300 ey 187
20~2L (3,900 126 163
25-34  (6,600) 79 98
35-49 (7,500 120 104
50-64. (6,800 2, 62
65 and over (2,300) 129 153

NOTE: Mumbers in perentheses refer to péﬁﬁla’cion in the group.
iEstimata, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

Table 28. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribuﬁon of incidents,
by type of crime and number of offenders

Four or Not. known and

Type of crime One Two Three more not available
R Crimes of viclence 58 21 10 9 3
Rape 83 g VA 15 0
Robbery , 43 o3t 13 10 3
Robbery and attempted robbery : .
with injury 39 29 16 20 5
From serious assault 2 30 16 10 19
From minor assault Ly 29 17 19 k!
Robbery without injury k1 35 13 8 L
Attempted robbery without injury 49 28 11 11 11
“Agsault 68 ki 8 8 3
Aggravated assault 67 16 ) b )
3 With injury 62 ¥ kY b g
Attempted assatlt with weapon 69 16 A% 5 V5
Simple assault é8 12 9 9 11
With injury » 69 12 19 19 0
Atbempted assault without weapon 48 13 8 10 1y

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Y Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbtatisbically unreliable.




Survey Data Tables

Table 29. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
offender, by type.of crime and victim-offender relationship

Type. of crime | Involving strangers Involving nojlstrangers

Orimes of violence N Sk 82
Rape 79 ’ 100
Robbery 21 b 72
Assault 4 ’ 83

Table 30. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents involving a single
victim, by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

ALl Involving Involving
Type of crime incldents strangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 90 90 -90
Rape 95 95 Y97
Robbery 93 93 92
Robbery and attempted .
robbery with injury 9 96 91
From serious assault 96 97 192
From minor assault 96 96 190
Robbery without injury 89 89 : 183
Attempted robbery without
injury 9l 9k 100
Assault 87 86 89
Aggravated assault 82 81 86
With injury 86 8l 41
Attempted assault with 80 0 81
weapon 80 : 80 81
Simple assault Q0 90 90 1
With injury %0 89 91
Attempted assault
without weapon 90 . 90 0

tBatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

Table 31. Personal robbery and assault: 'Percent” of victimizations in which
’ victims sustained physical injury, by victim-offender
relationship and type of crime

¥
i

?ﬂlabionahip Robbery and assault Robbery Assaulé
A1l victimizations 28 30, 26

Involving strangers 27 31 2l

Involving nonstranggrs ) 34 ‘ b¥-¢) 36

“Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable,
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Table 32. Personal robbery and assault: Percent of victimizations in which
victims sustained physical injury, by selected -
characteristics of victims and type of crime

Characteristic Robbery and assaiilt Robbery Agsaull
Sex
Male 27 2 27
Female 29 35 25
Race
White 27 31 25
Black 33 32 33
Age
12-15 30 20 39
16~19 22 , t17 25
2021, 33 . 31 33
s . 25-31, 22 . 7 19
35-49 29 ‘ 31, 23
. 50-64 : 31 39 2%
65 and over 35 L 19
Annual family income
Less than $3,000 26 10 23
$3,000~$7,499 35 36 35
371500"$9’999 ) 26 31 22
$10,000-814,999 24 29 21
$15 1000‘3'24” 999 23 26 22
$25,000 or more 25 226 24,
Not ‘available 31 130 31

‘Eabimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample tases; is statistically unreliable.

| Table 33. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
‘ victims sustained physical injury, received hospital care,
and incurred medical expenses, by type of crime

Item Crimes of violence? Robbery Assaulb

Received hospital care 9 10 i
Emérgency room only 7 8 6
Overnight or longer 2 3 21

Incurred medical expenses® [ g 5

3 Includes data on rape, nok shown separately.

®Estimate, based on aboubt 10 or fewsr nample cases, is statistically unreliable.

dincludes only those victimizations in which the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were incurred and also knew, or weré able to estimate, ‘the amount of such expenses,

ez Ky
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Survey Data Tablés 29
Table 34. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which -

, victims received hospital care, by selected charactenstlcs of
7 victims and type of crime

.. Characterisbic ) Crimes of violence* Robbery Assault -
Sex ) ' :
Male ' 9 10 9
Femalsg 8 10 A
Race . ‘
White * 8 9 6
Black . 14 216 211
Victim-offender relationship - )
Involving strangers 8 10 6
Involving nonstrangers 11 29 11

! Includes data on rape; not shown separately.
2Esbimate; based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabistically unreliable.

Table 35. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of victimizations .
in which victims incurred medical expenses, by amount

Amount® ‘ ' ‘ Percent ' i
Legs than $50 L

$50-$24,9 35 !
$250 or more . 21 ¥

VIncludes only those victimizations in whikch the victims knew with certainty that medical
expenses were ingurred and also knew, or were able to estimate, the amount of such expenses,
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Table 36. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime and place of occurrence

On street, or in park,

Inside nonresidential, playground; schoolground, o

Type of e¢rime Inside own home Near own home- building or parking lot Elsewhere g.
All personsl crimes 3 3 ) 26 55 13 g
Orimes of violence 9 7 15 59 9 '<'
Rape 24 112 A L8 111 s
Robbery 7 9 9 69 7 2
Robbery and attempted robbery . . i
with injury 7 10 s (i 5 B
Robbery and attempted robbery =
without injury 6 8 11 61 7 E
Agsault . 10 b 22 52 11 »
Aggravated assault 10 . 15 18 56 12 e
Simple assault 10 6 23 50 10 s
Crimes of theft 1z 1 31 52 15 .
Personial larceny with contact 11 5 53 37 L 5
Personal larceny without contact ces P 27 56 17 ®
NOTE: Detail mey not add to 100 percent because of rounding. F
Z Less than 0.5 percent. "
..+ Represents not applicable. g
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabtistically unreliable. %
-8
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Table 37. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, place of occurrence, and type of crime

Relationship and place Crimes of violence! Robbery Agsault
Involving strangers
Inside own home 5 L 5
Near own home 7 9 6
Inside nonresidential building 16 9 23
On street; or in park, playground, -
gchoolground, or parking lot 65 n ]
Flsewhere 7 7 7 |
Involving nonstrangers .
Inside own home 34 4o
Near own home ' 7 #13 27
Inside nonresidential buildin 13 0 16
On street; or in park, playground,
schoolground, or parking lot 2 il 22
Elsewhere 21 26 25

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
9Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statisbically unreliable.

Table 38. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type of crime
and geographic area of occurrence

Type of crime Inside city of residence Inside other central city Elsewhare
A1l personal crimes : 86 7 8
Crimes of violence i 87 7 5
Robbery 91 36 23
Assault 85 28 7
Crimes of theft 85 6 9
Peraonal larceny with contact 95 3 22
7 10

Personal larceny without contact a3

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Tncludes data on rapes, not shown separately.
%Estimate, baséd on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Table 39. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime

All personal ALL erimes ALL crimes Personal larceny Personal larceny
Roaaon o crimes of violence? Robbery Assault of theft with contact without éontact
Nothing could be done; lack of proof 35 29 36 2 38 46 34
Nobt important enough 29 28 27 32 30 23 31
Police would not want to bé bothersd 8 ] 10 6 7 a 7
Too inconvenient or time consuming A A 4 3 5 5 L
Private or pergoral matter 5 10 I 13 3 82 3
Foar of roprisal & 2 k I I 2y a1 2z
Reported to someone else 7 6 3 4 8 A 9
ALl other and not given 10 12 13 il 9 bk 9

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent hecause of rounding.
% Loss than 0.5 percent.
VIncludes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimnte, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

i
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~ Survey Date Tables

Table 40. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

AL Involving Involving

Type of crimo vietimizations strangers nonatrangsrs
ALl pergongl crimes 32 pis
Crimes of violence ] 540 10
Rape 37 L3 140
Robbery Wy L4 52

Robbery and atbemptad robbery

with dnjury 66 66 147
From serious assault 70 &9 2y o]
From minor assault 62 63 150
Robbery without injury 47 A7 150
Attempted robbary without injury 22 20 2
Assault 36 36 39
Aggravated assault LL INA 50
With injury L6 43 55
Abtempted assault with weapon 43 L5 126
Simple asgault 32 30 39
Wibh dnjury 7 I35 52
Attempted aspault withont weapon 28 26 33
Crimen of thelk 27 “a e T
Pergonal larceny with contach 35 36 0
Purse anabehing 40 10 0
Pocket pleking 33 34 0
Porgonal larcony without contact 26 A .

«+: Repregonty nob applicabls,
% Leso than 0.5 pereent.
1Estdmate, based on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, iz stbbtistically unreliable

Table 41. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations repcrted to the police,
by type of crime and sex and race of victime .

Race

Sex e R
Type of crime Male Female White Black
ALL personsl erimes 31 33 32 32
Crimes of violence 37 42 Y39 L2
Rapo Q 39 39 12y
Robbery bl 49 45 h2
Robbiary and attompted S )
robbery with injury 61 2 . 68 61
From gerious assault b6 78 ‘ 7h 163
From minor ggsault 55 68 62 160
Robbery without injuey ¥3 58 7 bt
Attempted robbery without
injury 22 20 22 LA
Aggaull 35 39 35 k5
Aggravated asssult 43 43 42 .56
With injusy 52 135 Iy 165
Abtempted asgault with
| weapon 40 47 i1 150
Bimple assaulb 28 37 31 18
With dnjury 10 4 L5 15)
I Abtempted asssult without )
| wospon Uy 3z 27 31
? Crimes of thefb 26 29 29 26
Personal larceny with
contngt ) 39 37 n
Purse snabching 120 40 i1 151
Pocket pleking P 38 35 Mg
Pergoral larceny without
contact 26 - 25 27 25

% Less than 0.5 percent.
VEstimate, based on avout 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

.




3 Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Frenclsco

Table 42. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police,
by type of crime and age of victim

Type of crime 12-19 20-34, 45-49 50-64, 65 and over
All personal crimes 20 33 3 36 36
Crimes of violence! 28 2 N L2 L5
Robbery 3, L5 L8 45 57
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 18 61 bk 72 82
Robbery and attempted robbery
without injury 27 38 40 30 38
Assault 26 L1 46 37 "9
Aggravated assault 22 48 59 20 240
Simple assault 28 35 37 38 0
Crimes of theft 12 28 29 33 33
Persoral larceny with contact By 25 43 43 Al
Pergonal larceny without
contact 12 28 27 29 28

1 Includes data on rapc; not shown separately.
“Estimate; based on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unrolisble.

Table 43. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which
victims took self-protective measures, by type of crime and

victim-offender relationship

ALL Involving Tnvolving
Type of crime victimizations strangors nonstrangers
Crimea of violence 66 65 n
‘Rape 72 71 17k
Robbery 55 5b 70
Robbery ard attempted robbery
with injury 57 - 56 1467
From serious assault 58 57 140
From minor asssult 56 55 Wil
Robbery without injury 28 26 158
Attompted robhery without injury 81 80 83
Asssult, 13 . 70
Aggravated asoault 12 73 70
With injury 69 12 &0
Attempted assault with weapon . 73 9
Simple assault 73 h 71
ith dnjury 7 79 72
Attempted asseult without weapon kil 73 70

VEstimato, basod on sbout 10 or fewer sample cases, 1y otabtistically wnrelisble.
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Table 44. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of victimizations in which victims took self“-protective measures,
; by selected characteristics of victims and type of crime

Robbery e Apganlt

Characteristic Crimes of viclence® All robberies With injury Without injury All @ssaults Aggravated ] éimplo
Sex ‘ 2
Male ol 52 59 50 73 b ) 72
Female 68 59 - 53 63 3. 9 o 5
Rage ) O .
White ' 66 57 . 59 56 73 72 3
Black . 65 41 231 47 79 Vel 81
Age
12-19 67 57 79 52 h 69 77
20-34 71 62 69 58 T ' Vel 75
35-49 €0 50 48 » 51 70 68 71
5061 62 56 53 58 67 73 6l
5 and over L5 [Xs} 232 iy 57 250 ’ (3]

Y'ypcludes duba on rape, not shown separately.
2Bstdmate, baced on about 10 or fewer sample casas, is statigtdcally unrelisble.

SIS

Table 45. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective measures employed by v1ct|ms, ,_
by type of measure and type of crime

K
it

Crimes of, Rebbery ) - gsault

Sell-protective measure violence! ALl robberies WIth injury Without dinjury = AIT assaults A"Aggravehe& “Sliple
Used or brandished firearm or knife 2 3 23 o), 21 2 bt
Used physical force or other weapon 28 32 45 25 26 22 29"
Tried to got help or frighten offender 17 22 26 . 2 4 15 14
Threatened or reasoned with offender 21 18 o 9 23 22 2, 20
Nooviclent rosistence, including evasion 32 25 19 29 37 58 36

NOTEs Dotall may not add t5 100 percent because of rounding
1 Inecludes data on rape; not shown stparately. ) .
2Eatimate, based on aboub 10 Or fewer pample cases, is ntatisbicalm unreliable. G
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36 Cflmlnai Victimization Surveys in San Francisco

Table 46. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of self-protective
" measures employed by victims, by selected characteristics of victims

) Sex ) Race
© Self-protective peasure Both gexes Male  Femals White Black
Used or brandished firearm or knife 2 3 1y 2 15
Used physicsl force or other weapon 28 33 21 27 29
Tried to get Jiglp or frighten offender 7 11 25 17 19
Threatened or reasoned with offender 2 21 21 20 29
Nonviolent resistance, including evasion 32 32 32 3h 20
’Estimate, baéed on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is sbatisbtically unreliable.
Table 47. Personal crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by type of crime
?V// Type of crime ' Percent
All personal crimes 72
Crimes of violence 3
Rape 24,
.. Robbery 63
K Robbery and atlempted robbery
ke with injury 80
Robbery without injury 100
Attempted robbery without injury 10
Assault 14
Aggravated assault 19
~ Bimple agsaultl’ 11
Crimes of thelt 92
Personal larceny with contact - 89
Purse snabching 67
Pocket picking 100
Personal larceny without contach 93
G .
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Table 48. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft andlor damage loss,

by type of crime and value of loss

f

s

Not known and

\( No monetary Less thnn = L :
Type of crime \?\ value $10 ‘ $10-849 C 350-8249 $250 or more not available
A1l persow’l crimes 2 19 , ) 36 29 7 & »
Crimes of violenced' ) 5 22 T3 25 6 10
Robvery 22 23 30 28 8 8
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 22 12 29 35 1 10
Robbery and attempted robbery )
without injury 22 30 30 2 5 7
Asgsault 17 20 -3 17 21 13
Crimes of theft 2 19 37 30 7 6
Pergonal larceny with contact 21 17 43 44 3 9
Personal larceny without contact 2 19 36 30 8 5
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 pércent because of rounding
1Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based-on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is s’catistically urireliable.
Table 49. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting in theft andfor damage loss,
by type of crime, race of victims, and value of loss
: S No monetary Less than ) Not known and ©
Type of crime and race value $10 $10-849 $50-$249 '$250 or more - not availshle
All perso@l crimest 2 19 36 2 7 6
White 2 20 37 % 29 7 -6
Black 2 17 324 ‘3 33 8 8
Crimes- of violence' 5 v 22 31 " 25 6 10
White . 6 N ' 23 31 2l 6 9
Black 23 219 29 29 210 210
Crimes of theft! ‘ 2 19 37 30 7 6
white ‘ 2 ¥ 38 30 7 5
Black ' = 8 8

16 33 - 3

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 perceﬁt bécause of rounding.
Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unrelisble.

- . o . .
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Cflmlnal VIcnmlzatlon Surveys in San Franclsco

N

Table 50, Personal robbery and |arceny Percent dlstnbutlon of
victimizations resulting in theft loss, by value of stolen
property, including cash, and race of victims

A1l racest’

Type of crime and property value White Black
. Robbery

No monetary value 22 27 0
Less than $10 2 25 322
$10-849 32 33 322
$50-$99 15 14 318
$100-$249 14 1k 215
$250 or more 8 8 315
Not available é 5 26

Personsl larceny®
No monetary valus 1 1 27 ]
Leas than $10 19 19 17
$10-849 39 39 3k
$50-899 16 16 20 J
“$100-3249 1 15 15
$250 or more 7 7 7
Not- available L 3 7 1

NOTE: 'Detail may not add to 100 percent because of round:mg

2 Lless than 0.5 percent.

% Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable. ,
3Includes both personal larceny with contact and personal larceny without contact. |

Table 51. Peré‘onal robbery and larceny: Percent distribution of

victimizations resulting in theft loss, by proportion of
loss recovered

Personal larceny

All personal

Proportion recovered Robbery larcenies With contact i Without contact
None 81 78 70 80 v
AlL 8 7 5 8
Someg 11 1 26 12
Less than half 5 6 15 Tk
Half or more b L 5 N
Proportion unknown 12 A 5 N

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding. . 1
‘Esbirmte, based on about 10 or fewer sample cages, is statistically unreliable. ‘

|

I

I



Table 52. Personal crimes: Percent of \)ictimizations resulting in loss of time

’

from work, by type of crime

Survey ‘Daéa Tables

u

Type of crime

Percent

A1l personal érimes Vi
Crimes of violerice 12
Rape 23
Robbery 13
With injury 30
Without injury 6.
Assault 9
Aggravated assault 1 ‘
Simple assault 7 ",
Crimes of theft’ 4L
Personal larcehy with contact 3
- Pergonal larceny without Guubact L

- Table 53. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

Crimes of theft

Time lost ALl personal érimes Crimes of violence
Less than 1 day L5 31 67
1-5 days 34 38 28
6-10 days - 6 8 12
Over 10 days 14 21 h3-3
Amount unlmown and N .
not available 12 12 11
NOTE: . Detail may not add ta 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
Table 54. Personal crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
by type of crime and time of occurrence
Nighttime Not Jmown
Daytime 6 pome~ - Midnight= Not and not
Type of crime 6 a.m.~6 psm. Total widnight 6 a.m. known available
All personal crimes 55 i 26 11 4 5
Crimes of violence 51 49 ki 11 - 1z 3z
Rape ‘ 35 55 50 LA 0 0
Robbery 53 17 35 i2 17 7
Robbery and attempted
robbery with ihjury L9 50 36 a4 0 he!
From sericus assault 35 65 k1 i 0 0
From minor assault 63 36 26 140 o] 14
Robbery without injury 59 40 29 12 0 ‘1
Attempted robbery without
injury 51 49 39 10 1 0
Asgault , 51 49 38 11 0 g
Aggravated assault - L6 54 40 1L 0 1z
With injury by 5L 33 22 o} 1z
Attempted agsault )
with weapon 46 5k 43 11 0 o]
Simple assault =53 16 37 g 0 1
With injury L8 52 41 11 o v, 0
Attempted assault :
without weapor 55 45 36 9 0 1y
Crimes of theft 56 37 20 11 6 7
Personal larceny with contact il 22 20 3 ‘2 iy
Purse snabtching . 76 2, 22 12 o] 0
Pocket picking 78 22 18 13 L2 1z
- Personal larceny without contact 52 40 20 12 8 8

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 percehb, becauseﬂ off rourding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent. , ;
¥Bstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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* Criminal Viciimization Surveys In San Francisco

Table 55. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribution of incidents,
by victim-offender relationship, type of crime, and time of occurrence

= : __ Nighttime
Relabionship and type Daytime 6 p.i.~ Midnight~ Not known and
of crime 6 a.m,~6 p.m.  Total midnight 6 a.m. not availablg
Involving strangers v
Orines of violence? 51 49 37 12 ay
‘Robbery 53 L7 3k 12 z
Assault . 50 43 38 11 21
Invalving nonstrangers
Crimes of violence! 51 L8 38 10 21
Robbery ¢ , L8 48 45 3 3
Aszault S5 18 36 11 0

NOTE: Detail tay not add to totel ghown, or to 100 percent, because of rounding:
Z less than 0.5 percent.
 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
PEstimate, based on abeut 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statisticully unreliable.

Table 56. Personal crimes of violence: Percent of incidents in which
offenders used weapons, by type of crime
and victim-offender reiationship

Involving Involving

Type of crime . A1) dincidents sbrangers nonstrangers
Crimes of violence 36 38 27
Rape ) 28 30 120
Robbery : 41 42 333
Robbery and attempted robbery
with injury 37 36 152
Robbery without injury 53 5l 138
Attempted robbery without injury 3k 35 119
Aggaunlt? 33 35 26

AEatimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is stabtistically unrelisble.
3ncludes data on simple assault, which by definition does not involve the use of a weapon.

Table 57. Personal crimes of violence: Percent distribufion of types
of weapons used by offenders, by type of crime

Typs of crime Firearm - Knife Uther Type unknown
Crimes of violence? 25 32 35 8
Robbery 29 37 28 7
Robbery and attémpted robbery
with injury 17 31 41 211
Robbery and attempted robbery '
without injury 3 39 22 a5
Aggravated agsault 21 28 22 9
With injury 39 21 5 25
Attempted assault with weapon 25 30 34 11

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1 Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
®Estimate, based on .about 10 or fewer ssmple cases; is statistically unreliable.




Table 58. Personal crimes of violence: Percent dtstnbutlon of types of weapons used by offenders,
by type of crime and victim-offender relationship

Involving strangers

: . Involving nonstrangers ol o
Type of crime Firearm “Knife Other Type unknown . Firearm Knife Cther Type unknown

Crimes of violence® - 26 30 15 ‘ 9 E “ 245 50 35 2 -
Robbery ; 29 36 .2 Vi 238 o B3s 236 : O
Aggravated assault : 2 25 : L4 0 213 48 36 23.

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Y Includes data on rape, not shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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42 - Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Franclsco

Table 59. Household crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
‘ by type of crime

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Type of crime Mumber Rate
Burglary 33,200 115
Forcible entry 12,500 AN
Unlawful entry without force 12,500 43
_Attempted forcible entry 8,200 28
Housshold larceny 24,500 a5
Lasa than $50 13,100 46
$50 or more 8,300 29
Amount not available . 900 3

: Attempted larceny 2,300 8
Motor vehicle theft 10,800 38
Conpleted theft : 7,000 24
Attempted theft R 3,800 13

NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.

Table 60. . Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by selected household characteristics and type of crime

All household Rousehold Motor vehicle
Characteristic crimes Burglary larceny theft
Race of head of household

Wnhite (77 78 75 £ 7
Black (12 15 18 - 12 14
Other (11 7 7 7 7

Agé of head of household .
12-19 (1) 1 1 e ! L
7 20-34 (31 47 47 L5 53
35-49 (22 : 23 21 26 2l
50-64 {(2h) 21 20 15
65 and over (22) 9 10 9 7

Annuel family income
less than $3,000 {14) 13 16 12\ 9
$3,000~87,499 (24 26 27 25 2
$7,500-%9,999 (11) 11 11 11 12
e $10,000-814,999 5193 20 16 21 2l
G0N $15,000-824,999 (14 15 14 14 . 15
N $25,000 or more  (6) 7 7 6
Not available (12) .9 9 g 9
Tenure
Owned or being bought (34) 29 25 33 28
Rented (66) 71 75 67" 72
- Number of units in structure
1® (3‘; 37 35 39 40
2 (11 1 13 15 17
3 (4) 6 [ 6 6
4 (5) 5 b 5 5
;o : 5-9 (11) 12 13 11 10
~ 10 or more (29) 24 27 23 20
Other than housing units (1) 1 ‘ iz 1 o
Number of persons in household

1 (40) 30 35 26 26
2-3 éas; 47 L5 47 - 52
45 (12 17 16 18 18
6 or more (4) 5 I 8 5

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refor to percent of households in the group. Detail may not add
to total shown because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
%Includes dets on mobile homes, not shown separately.



Table 61. Household crimes: Victimization rafes, by type of crime and age of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

©12-19 20-34 35-49 50-64 65 and over
Type of crime (2,500) (87,900) (63,900) - (68,900) - (64, 600)
Burglary 153 ~ 176 110 103 ‘ 49
Fore¢ible entry 157 ' 67 42 42 LS 1)
‘Unlawful entry without force Y59 - 66 43 35 o2
Attempted forcible entry 137 43 26 26 13
Household larceny 1105 126 99 69 : S 33
Less than $50 146 66 . Bk 38 . 18
$50 or more 18 48 28 22 11
Amount not available 0 13 5 '3 11
Attempted larceny 113 10 1 7 2
Motor vehicle theft 147 65 41 2l 1
Completed theft 123 42 27 15 7
Attempted theft 124 23 13 9 *

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail msy not add to total shown becausé of rounding.

*Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys in Sar Francisco

Table 62. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime
' and race of head of household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

White . Black Cther

Type of crime (221,300) : (33,500) (33,000)
Burglary ' 112 ) 182 72
Forcible entry 4O 82 28
Unlawful entry without force 45 51 22
Attempted forcible entry 26 L8 : 22
Houaehold larceny 90 90 51
Leas than $50 I i3 28
$50 or more 30 38 15
Amount. not available 3 1y 11
o - Attempted larceny 8 14 17
Motor vehicle theft 39 Ly 23
Completed theft . 26 28 13
Attempted theft i3~ : 17 10

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to households in the group:. Detail may not add to total
shown because of rounding.
‘Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly unrelisble.




Table 63. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and annual family income

(Rate per 1,000 households)

. Less than $3,000 $3,000-37,499  $7,500-39,999  $10,000-314,999  $15,000-$24,999  $25,000 or more  Not available
Type of crime (40,600) (70,300} {31,600} (56.,000) (39,300} (15,900) ,100)
Burglary 128 127 117 96 i22 150 83
Forcible entry 55 7 L7 3l L9 52 2
Unlawful entry wlthout force L6 L3 37 Ly 57 L0
Attempted forcible entry 29 33 27 2, 29 40 19
Household larceny 75 86 83 92 29 131 62
Legs than $50 45 41 58 48 65. 26
$50 or more 26 34 31 25 23 - 56 20
Amount not available 12 1y i3 12 8 ! 0 is
Attempted larceny 9 5 18 7 9 ‘9 10
Motor vehicle theft 24 37 L1, L6 42 02 30
Completed theft 16 27 28 28 25 26 17
Attempted theft 8 10 13 18 17 117 13

NOTE: Mumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detsil may not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample ceses, is statisticslly unreliable.

3

Table 64. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime, form of ténure, and race of head of household

(Rete per 1,000 households)

50
{3

Owned or beirg bought Rented S

ALl races® White Black A1l races® white Black

Type of crime {97,100} (75,000) (9,300) (190, 700) (146,300) (24,200)
Burglary 86 86 95 130 125 215
Forcible entry 39 37 © 50 46 42 N
Unlawful entry without force 26 28 L5 52 54 62
Attempted forcible entry 21, 21 219 32 29 59
Household larceny 85 91 71 L 89 97
Less than $50 49 3 38 Wb L6: L5
$50 or more 25 27 216 31 31 < b3
. Amount not available 5 5 29 2 22 22
ot Attempted larceny 5 6 24 9 [ 2%
Motor vehicle theft 32 33 42 AN B2 L5
Completed theft 20 21 35 26 28 25
Attempted theft 11 12 37 14 14 20

NOTE: Mumbers in rarentheses refer to households in the group. Detail ma¥ not add to tobal shown because of rounding.

*Includes data on “other" raves, not shown separstely.

?Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliable.
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Table 65. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of pérsons in household

(Rate per 1,000 households)

Iwo or three Four or five Six or more

One
Type of crime (115,700) (125,100) ‘ (35,700) (11,200)
Burglary 100 120 s 112
Foreible entry 36 L8 60 Vai
Unlawful entry without force a8 43 59 52
Attempted forcible entry 26 29 29 39
Household larceny 56 93 125 171
Less than $50 29 51 66 93
$50 or more 20 30 46 52
Amount not available 12 3 25 113
Attempted larceny 5 9 % : 9 113
Motor vehicle theft 24 45 5h Wy
Completed theft 14 30 = 39 29

Attenmpted thegt 10 15 15 18

NOTE: MNumbers in parentheges refer to households in the groud. Déball may not add to total shown becaude of reunding.
YEstdmate; based on ahout 10 or fewer sample casos, is statistisally unreliable.

Table 66. Household crimes: Victimization rates, by type of crime and number of units in s@;_tlfucture occupied by household

(Rate per 1,000 hollsehoitcri;;s‘\’}:" o

. One* Tvo Three Four Five-Nine Ten  more

Type of crime (111,800) (31,200) {12,300) {13,300) (30,500) (827, 400)
Burglary 103 133 173 197 142 105
Foreible entry 42 43 72 3 50 37
Unlawful entry without force 3l 52 70 42 59 43
Attempted forcible entry 27 38 31 29 34 24
Household  larceny 2% 117 115 86 93 &6
Less than $50 49 62 50 38 48 33
$50 or mors 27 38 L3 a7 ;35 24
Amount not availlable A 13 Y20 ] F3 12
Attempted larceny 6 U 119 19 18- 7
Motor vehicle theft 39 59 : 50 by 35 26
Completed theft 25 39 31 - 33 27 16
Attempted theft 14 20 Y19 11 g 10

MOTE: Mumbers in parenthesis refer to households in the group. Detail may not add to total shown because of rounding.
3 Includes dats on mobile homes, nob shown separately.
3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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/ Table 67. Household burglary: Victimization rates, by race of head of iiousehold and annual family income

) (Rate per 1,000 households)

Race and income ALl burglaries Forcible éntry Unlawful entry withoul force Attempted forcible antry

White
Less than $3,000 (29,600) 124 50 50 N 25
$3,000-87, 499 25,3005 117 l2 15 | 30
$7,500-$9, 999 ,000) 108 Lb 43 20
$10,000-814,999 (42,500 9h 30 41 23
$15,000-824,999 (31,500 133 53 a1 29
$25,000 or more (14,000 146 30 63 42
Not available {2 ,z.oo) 76 22 33 21

Black
Lesa than $3,000 (6, ) 233 117 19 67
$3,000-87,499 ,6oo 174 - Py &3
$7,500-$9, 999 .300 226 87 ] ™
$10,000-$14,999 (5,600 161 81 133 118
$15,000-824,999 2.1.00 2k 126 ‘12 136
$25,000 or more 1228 1228 0 o]
Not available a, 162 243 100 119

NOTE: MNumbers in parentheses refer to households in the group. Detail msy not add to total shown because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.
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Crlmlnal Victimization Surveys in San Franclsco

Table 68. Household crimes: Percent dlstnbutlon of household
incidents, by place of occurrence and type of crime

Place 42, Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle theft
Inside own home 96 27 1y
Near own home ) 73 28
At vacation home, motel i

or hotel L L 0
Inside rionresidential .
building 12
On street, or in park,

playground, school- :

_ground, or parking lot vas i 48
Elsewhere i e b1

... Represenis not applicabla.
’Esti:mte, baséd on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s statistically unreliable.

Table 69. Househol& crimes: Percent distribution of incidents,
" by type of crime and geographic area of occurrence

Inside city ' Inside other
Type of crime of regldence - central city ’ Elsewhere
A1l houaehold crimes 90 Toas B &
Burglery 88 &7 6
Household Yarceny 91 T 5
HMotor vehicle theft a9 W3 7
NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent becausé of rounding.
1Estimate; based on ebout 10 or fewer sample cases; is statistically unreliabls:
Table 70. Household crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for
not reporting victimizations to the police, by type of crime
Reason All housshold crimes Burglary  Household 1arce,,;ny Motor vehicle theft
Nothing could be done; " ‘ » :
. lack of proof 36 39 31 bl
.Not important enough 32 oo 26 38 23

Police would not want .
ta be bothered . 9 10 g 11
Time inconvenient or :

time consuming 3 3 A 1y
" Private or personal

matter 7 6 8 )

Fear of reprisal 1 41 ‘z 1

Reported to somaone

else ) 3 b 2 0

A1 othe: snd not given 10 12 -1 14

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
Z Less than 0.5 percent.
'Eatimate, baaed on about 10 or fewer san@le cages, is statistically unreliable.




Survey Qata Tables 49

Table 71. Household cri\r;\es: Percent distribution. of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by race of head of household and type of crime

Race and readon A1l household crimes Burglary Household larceny Motor vehicle.- theft
White
Nothing could be done; N : .
lack of proof 35 38 31 b L6
Not important enough 33 27 39 24
AlL other and nobt
given 32 35 30 31
Black
Nothing could be done;j
lack of proof 37 L2 31 i5
Not, important enough 2l 21 29 Y]
A1l other and not
glven 39 37 40 L0

NOTE: Detail may nob add to 100 percent because of roundihg. )
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreéliable. !

Table 72. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected
reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,
by annual family income

Nothing could t;e done; Not important : All other and

Income lack of proof enough and not glven
Less than $3,000 L2 25 33
$3,000-$7,499 37 29 3k
$7,500-$9, 999 b 33 38
$10,000-$1k, 999 23 33 33

" $15,000-824, 999 ‘ 32 L : 28
$25,000 or more 29 o= 36
Not available %46 e 26

NOTE: Detail méy not add to 100 percent bscause of rounding.
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cmnlnal‘ Victimization Surve;s in San Francisco

Table 73. Household crimes: Percent distribution of selected

reasons for not reporting victimizations to the police,

by value of stolen property

NSthing could ba done;

Not dmportant

All other and

Valus - lack of proof enough not given
No monetary value o2 17 71
less than $10 20 56 20
$10-$49 31 40 29
$15-899 41 21 38
$100-8249 47 10 43

+ $250 or more & 45 R 54 .
Not - available 50 Rt 35

-NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because 6f rounding.
' 3Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 74. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported

<

to the polige, by type of crime and race of head of household

Type of crime - ,,\” All races? White Black
ALl household crimes ” 43 43 L2
Burglary 51 52 48
Forcible entry 272 71 69
Unlawful entry without force 45 W7 38
Attempted forcible entry 27 30 22
Housshold larceny 21 22 15
Less than $50 11 12 2g
$50 or more 36 39 25
Amount not available 223 229 0
Attempted larceny 21 22 314
Motor vehicle thert 68 68 69
Completed theft 92 91 97
Attempted thelt 23 U agy

! Includes data on "other" races, not shown separately.
*hstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically urweliable.

D
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Table 75. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, by type of crime and annual fami‘?y%i'ncoma

Type of crime i less than $3,000 $3,000-37, 499 $7,500~39, 999 $10,000-§14,999 $15,000—$2h,999 $25,000 or more
AL household crimes . 36 10 Ly L6 . L6 : Wy o o o
Burglary Ll 46 52 55 58 59
Forcible entry 6l 6h 78 Ui 79 86 -
Unlawful entry without force 26 43 h2 N 58 &5
Abtempbed forcible entry 120 2 125 39 118 i 13j
Household larceny T 20 22 25 20 ) 20
Motor vehicle theft 70 68 66 70 69 ‘ N

1Zstimate, based ‘on aboub 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabisticelly unreliable.

Table 76. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the police, g
i by type of crime, race of head of household, and form of tenure -

Black

ALl races? White o
. Qwned, or heing Owned or being Owned oOeing A

Type of crime bought Rented bought- Rented bought nted
A11 househsld crimes _ 45 - 42 5 43 13 A1
Burglary : g . 60 L8 63 48 L6 L8
Forcible entry 85 66 - 87 63 : o .68 .70
Unlawful entyy without force N L5 52 46 213 h2
Attempted forcible entry 30 26 33 29 . 233 220
Household larceny 20 22 2 23 21, 15

Motor vehicle theft R 70 &7 L 68 v 8 e bl >,

? Includes data.or "other" rates, not shown separately. )
“Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

o
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; dﬁmlml Victimizetion Surveys In San Franclaco

Table 77. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations restilting in theft

loss reported to the police, by type of crime and value of loss

'I‘ype of crima Less than $10 $10-849 $50~$249 $250 or more

All household érimes 10 22 X 8l
Burglary 31 37 56 82
Househcld larceny ‘L» 14 31 56
Motor vehicle theft 1100 87 92

lEstimate, based on about 10 or rewer sample cases; is statistically unrelisble.
"I'here were no recorded motor vehicle thefts involving losses valued at less than $10.

. Table 78. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by type of crime

Type of crime Pércent
Ail household crimes 89
Burglary 86
Forceible entry 97
Unlawful entry without force
Attempted forciple entry A5
Household larceny 95
Motor vehicle theft a8

Table 79. Household crirhes. Percent distribution of victimizations
resultmg in theft loss, by value of stolen property, including cash,

- ) and type of crime

All household Househeld Motor yehicle

Value crimes Burglary laroany theft
No monetary value 1 1 2 h5
Less than $10 11 6 20 0
$10-$49 ‘ 25 19 37 1
$50~-$99 12 12 16 1y
$100-8249 N 16 21 1 8
$250-$999 o 19 24 6 46
“$1,000 Or more 12 14 11 39
Not available b 3 L 5

e Y b et Aot bt Ao £ AR T e Ve s P P i

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimete, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unareliable.
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Table 80. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resultlng in theft and/or damage Ioss, by race of head
of household, type of crime, and value of loss

No monetary

Not known and

Race and type of crime value Legs than 310 $10-$49 B50-524,9 $250 or more not availsble
ALL races
A1l household crimes 5 i2 26 26 25 7
Burglary 8 9 $21 26 28 7
Forcible enbry b iy .15 26 43 8
Unlawful entry withoub i
force %1 9 .23 37 25 5
Abtempted forcidle entry 30 23 28 7 22 10
Hotisehold larceny 2 19 36 30 7 6
Motior vehicle theft 5 22 1k 12 61 7
White
A1l household crimes L 13 27 26 24 6
Burglary 7 11 2 28 25 7
Forcible entry L 5 19 27 38 g
Unlawful. entry without
force 21 9 25 37 2} b
Attempted forcible entry 26 26 27 ag 22 12
Household larceny 22 19 38 29 7 5
Motor vehicle theft 5 2 13 13 61 7
Black
A1l household crimes b : |53 21 24 33 8
Burglary 9 6 15 23 39 8
Forcible entry 26 ) 31 2 22 58 2y
Unlawful entry without "
‘force 22 . 25 213 33 34 213
Attempted forcible entry 30 218 39 29 0 25
Household larceny 22 1 33 36 25 2q
Motor vehicle theft ag ap ?5 60 ag .-

NOTE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1 Includes data on “"other" races, nobt shown separately.
2Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliabvle.
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Francisco

Table 81. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations
resulting in theft loss, by proportion of loss recovered
and type of crime

A1l household v Household Motor vehicle

Proportion recovered crimes Burglary larceny theft
None 71 77 83 16
All 14 ‘ 8 55
Some 15 16 9 29
Less than half 4 [ 2 5
Half or more 6 7 2 19
Proport ion ‘unknown L 3 5 5

NOTE: Detail may not add to totel shown because of rounding.

Table 82. Household crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting
in loss of time from work, by type of crime

Type of crime . Percent
All household crimes 8
Burglary 8
<. Forcible entry 12
Unlawful entry without force 6

)

-

Attempted forcible entry
Household larceny
Less than $50
$50 or more
Amount not available
Attempted larceny
Motor vehicle theft
Completed theft
Attempted theft

py pm = e
0\-? @&y 0N W

2 Less than 0.5 percent.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 83. Household crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resuiting

in loss of time from work, by number of days lost and type of crime

A1l household ¢ Household Motor vehicle
Time lost crimes Burglary larceny theft
Less than 1 day 54 : IV 82 50
1-5 days 38 N viz2 41
Over 5 days I 13 0 14
Amount unknown and . . . -
rot available 1), 13 14 13

YEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statisticslly uﬁreliable.




3 Survey Data Tables §5

2 Table 84. Household crimes: Percent distributior: of incidents,
: by type of crime and time of occurrence
Nighttime v
Daytime " 6 pimi~  Midnight- Not known and

i Type of crime b a.me=b pim. - Total niidnight & a.m, Not known  not available
3 T
; All household crimes 38 L7 20 17 10 15
} Burglary 46 36 19 10 8 18
g Foreible entry 51 35 20 7 7 15
: Unlawful entry without ;
V‘ force 43 37 17 10 11 20
' Attempted forcible entry L3 38 20 1L A : 18

Household larceny 32 52 18 22 13 16

Less than $50 35 L6 i5 18 14 19

$50 or more 32 55 23 21 W1 a3
= Amount not available 130 60 117 119 .3 0
). Attempted larceny U Vi 21 L7 19 Yo
\ Motor vehicle theft 28 66 29 28 10 b
. Completed theft 32 bl 30 28 6 DA
g Attempted theft 21 é! 27 28 16 9

2 NOTE: Detail may not add to total shown, or to 100 pergent, because of rounding,
_‘.;- T Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, 1s stabistically unrellable.

Table 85. Commercial crimes: Number and rate of victimizations,
by characteristics of victimized establishments and type of crime

N (Rate per 1,000 establishments)
; ; Burglary Robbery -
E \,' Characteristic Mumber Rate Number Rate
== A1l establishments
Kind of establishment (50,900) 12,900 253 4,100 80
Retail (15,800) 5,000 314 1,900 119
Food group (2,300) 500 229 300 145
Eating and drinking )
places (5,000) 1,500 295 400 83
Apparel group (1,100) 300 227 155 136
Gagoline stations (500) 300 608 1100 Y143
Other retall (6,900) 2,400 350 900 131
Wholesale (2,700) - 700 280 300 113
Service (21,800) . b,800 222 1,300 59
Other (10,700) C 2,400 220 600 58
Gross annual receipts )
Less than $10,000 (7,700) 2,400 312 400 78
$10,000-$24,999 (8,700 1,900 221 90 103
$25,000-849,999 (7,000 1,100 151 400 40
$50,000-$99,999 (7,500 2,200 301 : 500 i)
$100,000-$499, 999 29*4.'003 2,700 283 800 83
$500,000-$999,999 (2,600 40O 165 200 96
$1,000,000 or siore (4,000} 1,200 314 400 106
No sales (2,600) ; 700 257 3100 140
Amount not available (1,500) 300 177 1100 134
Average number of paid employees
1-3  (17,800) 5,000 280 1,300 e
4-7 (8,000) 1,800 223 700 90
8-19 (5,900) 1,500 254 400 75
20 or more (4,800) 1,700 355 600 = 13
Lone (14,400) 2,900 203 1,000 7

NOTE: Numbers in parentheses refer to establishments in the group., Detall may not add to ‘total
shown because of rounding.
YEstimate, bagsed on sbout 10 or fewer sample caseés, is statistically unreliable.

g
\




§6

ér!mlnal Victimization Surveys in San Francisco

- Table 86. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
’ by selected characteristics ¢f commercial establishments

Characteristic

Percent of establishments

Percént. of crimes

Kind of establishment

Grosst annual, receipts
Lesg than $10,000
$10,000~$24,999
$25,000-849, 999

- $50,000-399, 999
$100,000-$499,999
-$500,000-$999, 999
$1,000,000 or more

Amount not available
mher of paid employees

40

é
36
18

37
15
11
b
23

Table 87. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments” that were
victimized, by kind of establishment

Kind of establishment

All establishments

Manulacturing
Trangportation

Table 88. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of completed
and attempted victimizations, by kind of establishment
and type of crime

Kind of establishment

Attempted

Attempted

AlL establishments

32

>“§§stimate, based on shout 10 or fewer semple ¢ased, is statistlesllS-unrelisble.




Survey Data Tables §7

' Table 89. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by kind
of establishment and number of offenders

Kind of establishment One Two Three or more Vot available
All egtablishments 43 30 17 10
Rebail 4 36 20 13
Wholaesale 118 0 14 76
Service 47 30 : 18 15

Other 54 2% M2 9

NQIE: Detail may not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
1Estimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is atatistically unrelisble.

Table 80. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimized commercial
establishments, by kind of establishment and number of victimizations incurred

v 'Kind of establishment One Two Three or more
A1l establishments 87 10 3
Retail 86 11 Loy
Sarviceé 87 S10 . )
Other 88 8 th

4,

“Estinmte, based on a‘oouh 10 or fewer sample cases, is statiabivally urrelisble.

Table 81. Commercial robbery: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and place of occurrence

Kind of establishment On premises On delivég*y and elogwhere
ALl esteblishments 2% 5

Retail 98 iz

Wholesale ag 112

Service 93 X7

Other gl 14

TEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases; is etatistically unreliable,

Table 92. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of reasons for not
reporting victimizations to the police

Reazohs Percent
" Nothing could he done; :

lack of proof L2
Not important enough ] 38
Poline would not want to

be bothered é

Too inconvenient or time consuming;
did not want to become involved
Fear of reprisal

Reported to someone else

A1l other and not given

i

-
wwnb

Z Less than 0.5 percent.
“Esbimabe, based on about 10 or féwer sample cases, is gtatistically unrelisble.
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L) Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Francisco

Table 93. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations reported to the
police, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment Burglary and robbery Burglary flobhery

ALl establishments 73 72 7
Retall : ‘T 72 80
Wholesale 80 71 100
Service T 78 90
Other ’ 70 70 73

Table 94. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with
one or more security measures

Kind of establishment Percent
ALY sstablishments b6
Retail 72
Wholesgle A7
Service 61
Resl estate b2
Manufactuedng 40
Transportation 80
Other 73

Table 95. Commercial crimes: Percent of establishments with selected types
of security measures, by kind of establishment

ALY esbab-

Type of sectrity measure 1ishmenty Retall Wholesale Service Other
Building alarm 9 19 g 5 6
Central. alarm - police

“or security service 11 16 18 7 12
Reinforcing device 12 16 18 9 12
Guard or watchman 18 11 A7 21 23
Hatehdog 2 2 Rt 2 32
Firearm 2 3 A et 1
Camera 1 1 1y k3 2
Mirror 3 7 0 17 13
Qthar 1 10 13 1k 2)

‘Z Less than 0.5 percgent.
Estimate, based on sbout 10 or fewer sample ceses, ils sbabistically unreliable.

/
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Survey Data ‘rabiel 59

Table 96. Commercial crimes: Percent of victimizations resulting in theft
and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and type of crime

Kind of establishment Burglery Robhery
A1l establishments 82 62
Retail 88 72
Wholesale 59 52
Service 80 5l
Other 78 60

Table 97. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations resulting
in theft and/or damage loss, by kind of establishment and value of loss

4

Kind of establishment Less than $10  $10-850  $51-6250

$251 or more Not available

ALl establishments 11 18
Batail 7 16
Service 19 20
Obher ; 5 19

27
30
2,
27

36
42
28
36

]

[
LA W

Table 98. Commercial burglary: Percent of victimizations resulting
in damage loss to the premises, by kind of establishment

[#]

Kind of egtablishment Percent
A1l establishments &0
Retail 75
Wholesale 45
Service 55
Real estate 25
Tranaportation 9
Othey L2

j[

3
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60 Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Francisco

Table 99. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of victimizations,
by number of employees losing time from work

Number of employees

who lost time Percent
None a7
One employce 11
Two employees 2
Three or mére employses 1y

NCTEs Detadl may not add to 100 percent betause of rounding.
SEstimate, based on about 10 or fewer sample cases, is statistically unreliable.

Table 100. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by number
of man-days lost from work

Mumber of mar~days lost Percent
None 87
Less than 1 day 8
1-5 days

é or more daya LR

NOTE: Datail méy not add to 100 percent because of rounding.
YEstimate; based on aboul 10 or fewer sample cases, is stabietically unreliable.
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Survey Dala Tables

Table 101. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of incidents, by type
of crime and time of occurrence

Nighttime Not. known
Daytime B pefes Midnight= Not and not
Type of erime & aane~b pome  Tobal, midnight ﬁ_mm. known  ayailable
Burglary and robbexy . 26 62 15 25 28 12
Burglary 14 e 12 30 29 15
Robhery 66 3 23 11 12 a7

2 Less that 0.5 percent.
Wsbimate, based on about 10 o fewer samplc caoes, Lo statiebically unrcllatle.

Table 102. Commercial robbery: Peicent of incidents in which offenders
used weapons, by kind of establishment

Kind of establdohment Fercent
ALY entabliskments ' 62
Retall £9
Whelesale 82
Borvice L9
Other 57

Table 103. Commercial crimes: Percent distribution of .incidents, by type
of weapon used by offenders

Type of wespon Al robberies 4Cmrplutcd robheries Attiwpbed rebberies

Firearm 55 62 42
Knife 11 ig 17
Other oy unknewn type o 30 i1

iEstimate, based on about 10 or lewer canple caser, v stablobically unreliokle.

Y
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APPENDIX |
SURVEY INSTRUMENTS

For the household survey, a basic screen ques-
tionnaire (Form NCS-3) and a crime incident re-
port (Form NCS-4) were used to elicit information
on the relevént crimes committed against the house-
hold 2% a wilole and against any of its members age
12 and over. Form NCS-3 was designed to screcn
for all instances of victimization before etails of
any specific incident were collected, The screening
form also was used for obtaining information on
the characteristics of cach household and of its
members, Household screening questions were
asked only once for each household, whereas indi-
vidual screening questions were asked of all mem-
bers age 12 and over. However, a knowledgeable
adult member of the household served as a proxy

persons, and individuals absent during the mtervnew-
ing peried., o

Once the screening process was completed, the
interviewer obtained details of each revealed inci-
dent, if any. Form NCS-4 included questions con-
cerning the cxtent of economic loss or injury,
characteristics of offenders, whether or not the
police were notified, and other pertinent details. -

In the commercial survey, basically comparable
techniques were used to scrcen for-the occurrence
of burglary and robbery incidents and to obtain
details concerning those crimes. Form CVS-i01
contained separate sections for screening and gather-
ing information on the characteristics of business .

., -places, on the one hand, and for eliciting data on
respondent fer 12- and 13~year-olds, incapacitated

wpe relevant crimes, on the other,

5
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Survey Instruments 65_‘;"'

O.M.B. No: 41-R2bs}} Approval Explres june 30, 1974

iyt

ronm NCS-3 and NCS4 NOTICE - Your report to the Census Bureau is confidential by law (Tltle 13, LS. . )
(0522:78) Code), |t may be seen only by sworn Cénsus employees and may be used only for Y
statlstlcal purposes.

.5 DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERCE Contryl number
SOCIAL AND EGONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
SUREAU OF THE CENSUS

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY » psU

23 HU 1 nontransient hotel,; motel, etc.
3 [[J HU — Permanent In transient hotel, motel, etc.
4 [CJ HU in reoming housé
TYPE A s 7] Mobile home or trailer
6 (] HU not specified above — Describe

1+ [ No one home

2[] Temporarily absent — Return date,___ — ’ a

| Serlal Ipanet | HH Sezmcnt
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE d 1 4 ‘,
t ) | i
FORM NCS-3 - BASIC SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE i l | P
FORM NCS-4 -~ CRIME INCIDENT REPORY
. Inlnvhwn identificotion 6. Tenues (cc7)
Code | Name 1 ] Owned or befng bought
! 2 [T} Rented for cash
} 3 [ No cash rent : . o]
2. Record of [nterview . 7. Type of living quastess (cc {1}
Line number of household 1 Date completed Housing Unit
respondent ! 1 O] House, apartment, flat
S
]

3. Reason for noninteryiew (cc 26d)

7

3{7] Refused OTHER Unit
4 [} Other Oce. —~ Specify, 7 ] Quarters not HU In rooming or boarding house I
P> Raca of heod 8 {3 Unit not permanent in translent hotel, motel, &tc. :

L[] White s 73 Yacaat tent site or wajler site

27} Negro 10 [Z] Not specified above — Describe 7

3 [T} Other
TIY[:’:_']EV:cant — Regular 8. 8umbn of housing unirs in structure (cc 23)

2 [T Vacant ~ Stacage of HH furnityre gy ©os{35-9

3 [T Temporarily occupled by persons with URE 2{72 § [110 of more

4[] Unfit or to be desolished 313 7] Mobile home or trailer

s {7 Under construction, not ready a4 8] Only OTHER units

6 [ Tonveried to temporary business or storage T

7 (] Unoccupled tent site or tailer site
9. (Other than the s . . business) does anyone jn this household
o [T} Permit geanted, construction not Started operate o bustness from this oddisse?

QE]Olher-Speclfy—; 1 I No
271 Yes — What kind of busineas is thet? ]

ASK IN EACH HQUSEHOLD:

3 TYPE ¢ :
(s 1 {7} Unused tine of itsting sheet ‘ .
) 2 [ Demolished 10. Family income (cc 24) - ¥
5 a1 House or trailer moved 1 77 Undes 81,000 2 {137,500 o 9,999

4[] Outside segment 2] 81,000 to !,999 5[] 10,000 to 11,999

8 [C] Converted to permanent business or storage s[3 2,000 o 2,999 to [T} 12,000 to 14,999

6 [} Merged a7 3,000 102,999 11{7] 15,000 10 19,999

7 [7] Condenined ) {77 4,000 to 4,999 12 [7] 20,000 to 24,999

8 [} Built after April 1, 1970 s 5,000 t&3,999 13 [] 25,000 and ovei

9 (] Other —LSD‘EC”Y7 7 {3 6,000 to 7,499

11, Household momb.u 12 years
- of ape and O 7

TYPE Z . s,

Interview not obralned far i Total numbej

Line number 12. Houseliald members UNDER

12 years of age
’
— Total umber
o] None N
. 13. Crime l(lcidgﬂ' Reports #ilied 7 ’ (/ RN
: L
4. Househald status e ———— 7)) number \ \
1 [T} Same household as last enumeration o] None ! . *
’ 2 "] Replacement houpehold since fast enumeration X e
3 [ Previous noninterview or not TIn sample before CENSUS USE ONLY

5. Special place type code (cc bc) . ™ < 0

®




| TEMA

PERSONAL CHARALTERISTICS

W it o 15, {6 e e 200, TZOE. IARES n.:nm I the lgheat gads, .
ME {of household| TYPE - LINE, RELAVIONSHIP . | AGE  INARITAL |RACE ORIGIN |SEX ARMED o ysan) of 1egula st you
wspondent) | o wuumen | TO KouSEHOLD. | SAST. [STATUS |icc15) 1 (cc16) J(ccin {FOmges | YU heve ever stendedt - eamoite,
KEYEN - BEGIN | INTER- [(cc8) | HEAD | - oAy (ec 14) ! MEWBER | ASK for peraons 12-24 yrs. | cc'oty
NEW RECORD | yigw el SRR 1747 ’ i 5t 19) Transcrive for 25yrs.)(ce19)
v T
bt @9.." ‘ { o
Cengpery 1 ) Head me aw d VM [1TTYes 0o [T] Never attended V[ Yes
- 2 DT" 2 wite of head | . | 2[IWd. [2{TNeg.l | 2{JF [200No or kindergarten 27} No
{Fust, :E]NIP 3] Own child a3, [arJor ¢ Elem. (01-~08)
léﬁ'll » « [ Other relativel [ 5ep, H ‘._—_H& {09-12)
J s [} Non-relative s[TINM], ' College (21-264)

Look at item 4 of covér page. |S this the same
household as last enumeration? {(Box | morked)
[} Yes — SKIP t6 Check Jtem 8 {TINo

CHECK

26d. Have you been looking for watk duting the past 4 weeks?
V) Yes No — When did you lost work?
217} Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a

25a. Did you live in this house on April 1, 19707
1 {1 Yes ~ SKIP 10 Check ltém 8 2 [ Ne

31715 of more yeats ago
4 [T] Never worked }‘SK’P to 3¢

b, Where did you live on April 1, 19707 {State, forelgn country,
U.S. possession, efc.

State, etc. R County

c. Did yau live inside the limits of @ city, town, village, etc,?

1TINe 2{7} Yes = Namé of c]ty. town, villoge, Sty
I

27: Is thers any reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?
0s)) 1[I Me Yes ~ 2 {T] Already has a job
3 [T} Temporary {llnass
4 (7] Golng 1o school
s [} Other ~ Speci[y?

d. Were you in the Armed Forr.nr on Aptil 1, ]970?

t[JYes 21 Ne
CHECK Is this person 16 years old or oldec]
ITEM B ™1 No.— SKIP to 29 C1ves

260, What were you doing most of LAST WEEK — {working,
keeping houss, going to school) or something else?

1 [T} Working ~ SKIP 10 28¢

2 With a job but not at work 7 [} Retired

3{T] Looking for work 8 [] Other ~ Speci!y;

4{7] Keeping house

5[] Golng to schoel " {if Armed Forces, SKIP 1o 284)

& {] Unable 16 work — SKIP ta 26d

28o. For whom did you (last) work? (Name of compony,
business, organization or other employer)

% [7] Never warked — SIIP (o 39

b. Whot kind of business or industry 1s this? (For examble; TV
ond tadfo.mfg., retail shoe stire, State Labor Dept,, farm)

@& [ 1T11

c Were you —
1[0 An amplor" of a PRIYATE company, business or
individucl for woges, salary or commissions?
2[A (‘SOVE)RNMENT employes (Federal, Stats, county,

or local)?

3 [T SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional

b. Did you do ory work at oll LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note; If form ar business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work.) Ty

2[3No  Yes — How many hours?.... - SKIP to 18a

practice or farm?
4 [T} Working WITHOUT PAY in family business of furm?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: electricol
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

. Did you have a fob or business jrom which you were
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?

t TiNo  2(7] Yes ~ Absent — SKIP to 28a
3 [T} Yes « Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ [T 1]

e. Wha? were your most impertant activifies or duties? (For
examplet typing, keeping account books, selling cars, ete,)

Notes

FORM HES-D 10,2347))

Page 2
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Survey Instruments

HOUSEHOLD SCREEN QUESTIONS

Now I'd like to ask some questions about i
crime. . They refor only 1o the last 12 months — |

t

i
between .}, 197__ond . l97____.:;
During the last 12 months, did anyene braak
into. o1 somehow illegolly get into your
(epartmeni/home), garage, oranother building
on your property?

Yos - How man:
L—J o llmumy Y

XN

32. Did onyone toke something belonging
fo you or 16 any member of this household,
from o place where you or they we
temporarily staying, zuch os o friend’s or
relotive’s home, o hotel of metel, or
o vacation home?

1 Yey -~ How man:
}{:l times? 4

| Clne

33, What was the total number of motor
vohicles (cars, tricks, etc.) owned by
you or any other member of this household

®

o[} Nonie -
30. (Other than the incident(s) just mentioned) [T ves — How many during the last 12 moniths? cl SKIP to 36
Did you find a door jimmied, o lock forced; imey Tl
or any other signs of an AYTEMPTED [TINe ,;]2
break (n? P 2
) 13103
i — 14177 4 or more
i
i 34. Did anyone steal, TRY to steal, or use 7] Yes~ How many
31, Wes anything 0 oll stolen that Is kept T[] Yes — How many {It/any of them) without permission? ‘ times?
outside your home, or happened to be left : Umes? CINe
out, such as o bicycle, o garden hose, or 17]Ne
lawn furniture? {other thon any incidents ! 35. Did anyone steal oi TRY 1o steal port {7 Yes ~ How many
olready mentioned) 1 of (it/any of them), such os a bottery, times?
H hubcaps, tope-deck, afc.? o
|
I

INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

36. The 6o||winu questions refer only to things !

«H
[ yes “::.u,unv

46. Did you find ony evidence that someons [ Yoi—How many

thot happened to you during the fast12 monvh‘s-: :TTEMPTED u; steal something thot times?
betwean 1, 197__and 197 _.'CINo Shrealy monionedy o S S AT
Did you have your (pocket picked/purse
snofched)? — |' R
37. Did anyone take something (efis) directl -H 47. Did you call the police during the last 12
from yoyu by using force, n'uch os by @ 4 Cves m::‘n'uny ths to repost thing that happened
stickup, mugging or threas? K 1o you which you thought wos a crime?
Cine {Do not count ony calls made to the
policn concerning the Incidents you
. hove just told me about.
38. Did anyone TRY to sob you by using force ] Yes ~ How many [C]No = SKIP t5 48
or threatening to harm you? {other then imes?
ony incidents olready mentioned) INe {73 Yes — Whay happened?

39, Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hi}
ou with something, such ay o rock or bottie?
{o!hu than any incidents already mentioned)

Cve e o
e

PR

®LL
[T
[

40, Were you knifed, shof at, or attacked with
some other weapon by a?onn‘ ot all? (other
Y

1
i
|
i
|
|
1
\
|
1
:
i
1
t
|
1
1
|
i
|
r
t
i
t
3
)
I
)
1
'
T
{
1
than any Incidents olready mentioned) !
i
1
'
3

{Tves - n::.?uy

CINe %

Look at 47, Was HH member

12 + atticked or threatened, or
vias something stolen or an
attampt made to steal something

-
vtz o

i{TIno

CHECK
ITEM C

1
: that belonged o him? !
41, Did onyone THREATEN to beot you up of T[?] Yes < How many
T:R EATEN y:}o;iﬂ\ «l kdnlh, q:m,hw some ! times? . —————
ather weapan, including telephone N .
Ohuu.n? {othet than ony incidents already :l:]No *® D;dm:'n‘\,':v};‘?h:‘::’y:’:: ?h:::h?u\?:: .'h:"l':::
mentioned) H but did NOT report to the police? (ether
: e than any incidents siready mantioned)
42: Did anyone TRY to attack you in seme 10 Yes. < How man, '
other viyoy? (other than any incidents already Em S war 3 o — SKIP o Check.tem E
mentioned) :[.j“" [Z) Yes — What happened?
H .
1 -
1
1 (L)
43. During the last 12 months, did anyone steal 1] Yes - How ma = OL—L—] 9
things that belonged to you from inside any cors times?
of ttuck, such as packeges ar clothing? :[:JNO .
! X
44. Wos anything stolen from you while you Tt ves w Now ma : Look at 45; Was HH member Yoz ~Hew
were ozoy O?om hamae, lovyimianco oy' wark, in :m o times? i . 12 + attacked or thraatened, or Clyes "ulrv
o theater or rastavrant, ot while traveling? ! I CHECK was something stolen or an Cw
1[7INo ITEM D attempt made to steal something o
H = ' that belonged to him?
: e ‘ ,
45, (Other than any incidents you've olready $[7]Yes - Mow many Do any of the screen questions contaif:&ny entries
mentioned) wos onything (else) at all : H times?” x - for "'How many times2*’ *
stolan from you during the fost 12 manths? H CHECK ZINS — Interview next HH member,
. (o ne ITEM E End interview If last respondent,
! ‘ and fil] item (3 on cover,
4 . i ) Yes — Fill Crime Incident Reports,
FORM NCS.3 |$:23:78] P‘l’*” :
A o
14 . * e o ¢
) o ,~:

e7

)
@

0

oy
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Franclsco

PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS

\a, T T A 8. 119, |200.  |20b.

22, s the higheat grade

MAUE TYPE |LINE - | RELATIONSHIP | AGE. [MARITAL [RACE  l'ORIGIN |SEX  |ARMED {or year) of roguiar school
e =Eemn] O g (HUMBER | TO HOUSEHOLD Sl |sTaTUs [@ects) | (ec16) [lec 1n) [FORCES {:‘S":“(‘r' p""‘s'm‘\:"";"';" " i
- . o — .
NEV RECORND m:sn e :::5;; ('EQ'm feern :?}:)" Ttanscribe for 25yrs,)(c<19) lec 20)
Last
™ o
L[] Per $ [T Head me iw LEZIM |t Yes| o0 ] Never attanded ) Yes
2Tl aJWite of head | f2JWd, [2[JNeq) | 2[TF |20 of hindergarten 2TINe
Flist 10Ny 3] Own chitd a0o, 3o e Elom. (0108}
MFyII a[TJother relative a7 Sep, ] e HiS1 (08-12)
- s [C] Non-relativé sCINM ! ] College (21-26+) ’
¢ L.ook at item 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been looking for work during the past 4 weeks?
::TﬂEEMC: household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) 1] Yes No ~ Wher did you last work?
1 Yes — SKIP- to Check ltem B TINeo <207} Up to 5 years ags « SKIP to 28¢

250. Did you live In this house on Apsil 1, 19707
4[] Yes = SKIP to Check Jtem B 2{JNe

3] 5 of more years ago

- 4] Never worked }SK,P to 3

27. 11 these any reason why you could not take a job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live on Apill 1, 19707 (State, foreign country,

U.S. possasilon, et

State,; etc. Corinty

@ £ {3 No Yes « 2 [7) Already has a job
3 [T Temporary {ilness
4[] Going to school

<. Did ye:u live fnside the limits of a city, tawn, village, ete.?

1 7] Ne 2[7] Yes — Namg of ¢lity, town, villoge, steiy

5 {7 Other — Specl{y7

28a. For whem did you {last) work? (Nome of company,
business, organization or other employer)

d, Were you In the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707
1] Yes 2[JNo

% [77 Never warked — SKIP to 36

CHECK : Is this person 16 years ald ot older?
{TEM B [CiNo—SKIP to36  [Z}Yes

bi Whot kind of business or industry is this? (For exomple: TV
and radio mfg., retall shoe store, State Lobor Dept,, farm)

260, Whot were you doing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
esping house, going to school) or something else?

2 3 With a job but not at work 7 () Retired
4[] Looking for work 8 ) Other ~ Speclly7
4 {7 Keeping house

5 [7] Gelng to school (iT Atmed Forces, SKIP to 789)

V[ Working ~ SKIP to 282 & (7] Unable ta work— SKIP ta2¢d

1

¢ Were you -

{0 A cm:loru of ¢ PRIYATE compuny, business o)

Individual for woges, salory or commisslons?

20A GOVE?NMENT employss (Federal, Stite, county,

or local)?

3 [T} SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN business, professionai

b. Did you do ony work af o}l LAST WEEK, not counting work
around the house? (Note: If farmi or business operator in HH,
\Isk about unpald work.)
e[JNo  Yes .~ How many houts? ~ SKIP to 280

practice or farm?
4 7] Warking WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or form?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example: elecirical
engineer, stack cleck, typist, farmer}

c. Did you hove a [ob or business from which you were
temporarily absent or an layoff LAST WEEK?

y[JNe  2{7] Yes — Absent - SKIP to 280
3 {77 Yes — Layoff — SKIP to 27

@ CI 11

o. Whot were yow'mon impertant activities or duties? (For
example: typing, keeping account books, selling cars, ét¢,)

= INDIVIDUAL SCRE

EN QUESTIONS |70 o

LAY

jé. Tho following questions u‘;: only to things thet {[™]Yes - N
happened to you during the Jast 12 months ~ :D “ N;:.v;uny
botween___1, 197.__and____, 197__. bid |[INe
you have your (pocket picked/purse snatched)? i

44: Did you find any evidence thot someone | (] Yes — How m
ATTEMPTED to steal something that i times
belanged to you? {other than ony :D °
incidents alréady mentioned) |

H [—

37. Did onyone Qﬁko something {else) directly 1121 Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by a stickup, times?
mugaing or threet? }DN"

47. Did you zall the police duting the last 12 months to repart
something that happened to you which you thought was o
crime? (Do not count any calls made fo the police

38. Did anyone TRY to rob you by using ferce
or threotening to harm you? (ather than any

i {7} Yes — How many
: times?
Incidents olreedy mentioned) 1EINe

concerning the Incidents you have |ust told me abouts)
[TiNo — SKIP to 48
Z1Yes — Whot happened?

39. Did anyone beat you up, aftack you or hit you 11 ves - N
with something, such as o rock or botile? Y :D ¢ ll;‘:t’;‘m,
~{other than any incidentr. olrecdy mentioned) t[Z]No

40. Ware you knifed, shot ot, ot attacked with
some other weapon by anyone at ol? {ather

1 {71 Yes ~ How many
H times?
thon any inc¢idents already muntioned) ;DM

Look at 47 — Was HH member 12 + !
CHECK attacked or threatened, or Was somes | L 18~ n:‘.'.?'“’
{TEM C thing stolen or an attempt made to ({7 No

steal somethlng thatbelonged to nlm?:

41, Did anyone THREATEN to beat you up of £ Yes — How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the last 12 months which
THREATEN you with o knife, gut; or some ! No  Umes? @ you thought was o crime; but did NOT taeport to the police?
othet weapon, NOT Including telephone threats? 1 (other than any incidents already meationed
(other than any incidents olready mentioned) ! 71 No — SKIP to Check Item E

42. Did onyone TRY to ottack you in some 1 [] Yos — Now many {71 Yes « What happened?
othet way? (other than any incidents H times?
olready mentioned) E No

43. During the lost 12 months, did anyone stesl
things that belonged to you trom inside any car
or fruck, such as packages or clothing? ;DNo

{73 Yes —~ How meny
times?

44. Was anything stolen from you while you were 1] Yes. ~ How many
away from home, for instance ot work; In a i times?
theater or rastaurant, or while traveling? :[an

oy

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12,4+ | Jyas - H
CHECK attacked o threateped, or was yome-) Qe (l:»:-?.w
ITEMD thing stolen or an attemptmadi'to  {r~1Nq

steal something that belonged o hlm?‘I

45. (Qiher thap any incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (else) ot oll stefen .
Trom you during the last 12 months? :Ul Neo

1171 Yos — Mow many
nes

Do any of the screen questionh comain any entries
CHECK for *'How many times?*'
ITEM € {T3 No = Irterview next HH member, End interview
if last respondent, and fill ltem 13 on cover,

] Yestw Fill Crime Incident Reports,

FOMM NTHY (0eaTd)

Page 4

—

any |




Survey Instruments

R R ~ | PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS | ',
L‘iﬁ: 15. 18, 17, 1B o 200. ‘}m, 21, st Is e Dighest gade A
TYPE |LINE RELATIONSHIP MARITAL |RACE ORIGIN |SEX ARMED @ yoar) of regular schag
ETEr—sEer] Oy, [WUMBER | TO KOUSENOLD | Ghifl ISTATUS [(cc15)  (cc 16) [(cc 17 [romces | Foe have ovet ateotost | Cooile,
~ N or parsons: 12—, it N
New RECORD | waw | o] gy [ ! o Tranacrive for Z5tyrs. (o¢ 1] ¢ 20
Last B
: : @
V[T Per 17 Head O w VITIM f (T Yes | 0o [7) Never attended 7Y Yes
X 2[ 1Tl a[T1Wite ot head | e {2 W |2 E NeR ] e [2TIF [215IN0 of kindergartan 2 No
First 2Ny 3{7] Gwn child s{Z30. [af¥jon 1 Elem, (01~08)
W 4[] othee relative +sep.) i — 0 )
- $ " Nonwelative | s{IINM ! ———Cdllege (21-261)
clieck Lotk at [tem 4 on cover page. Is this the same 26d. Have you been. laoking for work during the post 4 ‘weeks?
ITEM & household as ast enunteration? (Box I marked) 1[1Yes No — When did you last wark?
[21Yes — SKIP 1o Check Jtem B {71 N 2(7]Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28a
75a. Did you Tiva In this house on Aptll 1, 19707 : % Ny maore years "‘°} SKIP to 3
({2} Yes ~ SKIP to Chegk ttem B 2{"1No

b, Where 4id you live on Aprll- 1, 19707 (Stare, forelgn country;
U.S, possession, ete,

State, etc, County

¢« Did you live Inside the limits of a clty, town, village, efc.?
i [JINo 2{71 Yes ~ Nome of city, town, village, clc.;,

27, s there any reason why you could notteke o job LAST WEEK? |
17 No Yes = 27 Already has a Job
: 3 [} Termporary illness
4[] Galng to school
$ [} Other — Spec(!y7

)

di Were you In the Armed Forces on April 1, 19707

1{7 Yes 271 No
CHECK Is this person |6 years old or older?
ITEM B [ No = SKIP to 36 7] Yes

260. What were you daing most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,

keeping house, going to school) or something else?
(M 1" Working — SKIP ta 280 6 1~ Unable to work— SKIP to26d
. 217} With a job but not at wark 7 {77 Retired
a [T} Looking for work 8] Other ~ Speci[y;,
4{7 Keeping house
517} Going to school

(If Armed Forces, SKIP to 28a)

o

Did you do nny,'vak ot all LAST WEEK, nof counting work
around the hous\ (Notey If farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpaid work,}

of{T}JNo  Yes — How mony hours?eo. ~ SKIP to 280

,

" 28Bo« For whom did you (last) work? (Name of company,
business, organization or other employer)

% % Never warked ~ SKIP to 34

b."Fit kind of business or industry is fyis? (For-exomple: TV
Und rodio m,fg., retaif shoe slore, State Labor Dept,, farm}

111
¢ Were you —

177 An‘nmploru of @ PRIVATE ¢ompany, business or

{ndividual for wages, salory or :olnm]ulons?

2 {77 A GOYERNMENT employee (Federcl, State, county,
or locol)?

[} SELF-EMPLOYED In OWN business, professional
prociice or farm?

4 {77 Working WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d, What kind of work were you dalng? (Far example: electricc!
engineer, stock clerk, typist, former)

Did you have o job or business from which you were
tempoiarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
L[7IN6 2[71Yes - Absent ~ SKIP to 28a
3171Yes « Layolf — SKIP ta 27

[
)
Ap

@ 1T 1

e. What were youi most important acvMHn or dutiest {For
example: lybing, keeping account buoks, selllng cors, etc.)

i L) B "

l INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS [ s . - Loy VR

36. The following questions refer only to things that :::jy.,s -~ Haw many
happened to you during the last 12 months e times?
between___ 1, 197__and____, 197__, Did tLINe

you have your {packet plcbypuru szatched)?

P

46. D1d you find any eyidence thkv someone l.['_'}vn ~ How many
ATTEMPTED to steol somathing that ! times?
belonged to yuu? (other than any n{:}’ Ne

Incidents already mentioned) H

i
37. Did_anyone take something (else} diractly 1171 Yes ~ How many
from you by using force, such as by a stlckup, ¢ timest

mugging or threat? LTI

38, Did anyone TRY fto rob you by using force

i T71Yes ~ How many
or threatening to harm you? (other than any Imea?

47, Did you coll the police duting the {ast 12 months to ceport
something thot happened to you which you thought was o
crime? {Do nat count any calls made to the police
concerning the Incidents you hove just told me abour.)
£~1Na = SKIP to 48 &

Faoat

Incidents olready mentioned) TN [ es b What happened?

39, Did onyone beat you up, attack you or hit you ;I:IYM ~ How many o
g ?1,’? something, tuc&a asa {ocl‘dog bottle? 4 ! 4 times? T T T
other thon any incidenis olready mentione L No ook at 47 = Was member 124 fruy ;
- : CHE 1. 1Ye3 = How many

40, Were yo: knifed, xh:' at, or amckﬂ«’i Fi:[:l T Yas —nw rany .'THEMCé x:::k:&lzrn‘f;:e:f:e:&t:;n;rl\;a;d:&::\t :E’: Mo tinea?

asme other weapon by anyene of all? (uther . mes v an M hat

.than ony inéidents alfeady mentioned) e steal 5°m¢(h|M_ thatbelonged to him2t

41, Did onyone THREATEN to beat you'up or
THREATEN vou with a kaife, gun, or seine oy
other wegpen, NOT Including telephone threats? 1”“
{other than ony Incidents olready mentioned)

No times?

;L:}Yesw— Hew many k

44, DIJ 2nything happen-to yéu during the lost 12 months which
Ty Yeu thought wes o crime, but did NQT report to the police?
(ather than any incidents afteady mentioned)

{23 No — 5KIP to Check ltem E

i
pims

42, Did anyone TRY to ottack you In some
other way? (other thon any Incldents .
already mentioned).. [

wamd
q

Yas « How many
times?

7] Yes — Whot hoppened? . i -

43, Duting the lait 12 months, did anyone steol
things thot belenged to ysu from inside any cor
or truck, such as packages or clothing?

(Z1Yes — How many
Ihe times?

44. Wos anything stolen from you while you were i Yas—~:0|m- n!uny
mes!

away from homae, for fnstance ot work, (n o
theater or restaurant, o while traveling?

4 [y

CHECK
ITEMD

attacked or thir3tened, ar Wi some-! times? .,
thing stélen b 4n attempt made to  }{"Yno
_Stea} Lhyuthiny that balonged to him?:

5 o —

’ Look at 48 — Was HH member |2 + T{:]Vn — Now many

-~ CHECK

45, (Other than any Incidents you've already
mentioned) Was anything (else) at alVstolen
from you during the last 12 months?

iYes — How many
) times?

e

Do any o7 207 (SerLEll Quastions €ontain anpoentries
for *'Haw ﬂwhy’ times?" -
41 N — Jiiterview, next(%iH member, End intérview
if lost respondent, and fill item 13 on.fover. |
" Yes —~ Fill Crime Incident Reports. .

ITEM E

FORM NCS3 10523448
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70 i Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Francisco

HAME - PR Ny o 26 P2l |22 T Yo fesute hont | 1d you
RELATIONSHIP MARITAL | RACE tORIGIN |SEX ARNED )
ETTTr Ty oF sumsen | 10 wousenoLo | ST, [sTaTus [icc1s) ; {éc 16} [{ec 17} |PORCES :::x;: :::o::";:.':: " mn'l:::’
HEW RECORD :I“l::'. fecsl :::tg ?ccyla) (ee 10 ! ::?::)" Transcriba for 154yrs.)(ec 1) 1#6 20}
p T
Lot ! @
V[ per 1 {71 Head 0w e Dwe VM P17 Yes | oo [T Nevar attendad 1 [ZhYes
a37et | | 2fwWie ot head | )2 f3Wd |2 (TN ! | 2[3F |2(Th0 or Kindergarten 2{7INo
Fiist s NI7 ${) bwn chitd s{3o. [sfon o Elem. (01-08)
¥ [y,l A T Other fe)ative 4] sep, H e HS. (0312
i 81 Non-olative s{TINM H —__Coltege (2{~261)
N Look at Itam 4 on cover page. Is Phls the same 26d. Hove you been loeking for wosk during the post 4 weeks?
‘CT”EE:: household as last enumeration? (Box | marked) V3 Yes No — When d1d you tast work?
1 Yes ~ SKIP to Check liem B ~1No 2{7}Up 10 5 years ago ~ SKIP to 280
3 5 e years
250. DId you live In this house on April 1, 19707 : l_[.:l} N:\:e‘:‘:or{c:r azo} SKIP to 36
V) Yes = SKIP to Giteck [tem B 27 Ne =

27. 15 there ony reason why you could not take o job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live on April 1, 19707 (State,*foreign couniry,

U;$; possession, etc.

State, etes County

¢, Did you live inside the limits of a city, town, village, ete.?
1{ZI No 2[7] Yes - Name of city, town, villoge, etcy

CIIT T

1 {7} Ne Yes = 2"} Already has a job
3 [T) Temporary illness
4[7] Golng to schodi

5[] Other - S;’:et:l[y7

d, Were you In the Armed Forcas on April 1, 19707

@b 1I0) Yes 2 [ No
CHECK . Is this petson 16 years old or older?
ITEM B {Z1No ~ SKIP to 36 7 Yes

28a. For whom did you (lost) work? (Name of ¢ompany,
business, ofganization or othsr employer]

% {7} Never warked ~ SKIP to 34

b, What kind of business or indusiry 1s this? (For cxomple; TV
and radia mfg., retail shoe $tore, State Labor Dept,, form)

260, What were you dolng most of LAST WEEK ~ (working,
luoplnq house, going to school) or something else?
1673 Working — SKIP 30 280 & 7} Unable to wark—SKIP to 264
2 ] With a Job but not at work 7 {3 Retired
3 {77} Looking for work o ] Other = Specify7
4 {7 Keeping house

5[] Golng to school {ii Armed Forces, SKIP (o 280)

14

Did you do ony work ot all LAST WEEK, not counting woik
oround the house? (Note: |{ farm or business operator in HH,
ask about unpald work.)

o{TINe  Yes — How many hours? ~ SKIP 15 284

L]
¢ Were you =

1[73 An lmploru of o PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?

271 A GOYERNMENT employee (Federal, State, county,
or loeal)?

3{T] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professjsnal
practice or farm?

4 77 Werking WITHOUT PAY in family business or farm?

d. What kind of work were you doing? (For example} electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, Lirmer)

<. Did you have o job or Tusiness from which you ware
temporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEK?
{3 No 2{7] Yes ~ Absent ~ SKIP to 280

A Yeu - Layoffl « SKIP ta 27

@ T T 1

o. Whot were your most important activities or duties? (For
example? lyping, keeping account books, selling cors, etc.)

| !NDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS | . .ui -

R R

36. The following quastions refer only fo things thet 1 ¢ Yes = H
happened to. 30?0 duyring the lost 15 months - ‘fi’j R K
between__ 1, 197___ ond 197, Did tlalNe

you have yoor (pocker picked/purse snotched)? 1

3

46, D1d you fiid any evidence that someone }LﬁYes ~ How many
ATTEMPTED to steal something thot 1 times7?
belonged to you? (other than any 1EINe

incldents already mentioned) !

i

37, Did unyone toke something (else) directl S5 Yas - How
from !u by using force, such as by o l?lyckup, .L‘ S ey

mugging or threot? gifﬁ"“

38: Did anyone TRY to rob you by using force 1171¥es ~ How ma
or threatening to harm you? (othes thon ony *{‘jf timest "
incidents olready mentioned) HINe

T

39, Did anyone beat you up, Uttack you or hit you
with semething, siich os o jock or bortle?

7283 = Hott many |
‘LJ timet} y

47

Did you call the police ducing the lost 12 months to ieport
semething thot happened to you which you thought was @
erime? (Do not count ony calls made to the police
concerning the Incldents you have just told me about.)
{SINo = SKIP to 48

£, Yes « Whot hoppened?

{othes than any incidents olready mentioned) ;',":INo
40. Were you knifed, shot at, or ottacked with {7} Y5 ~ How many
tome other weopon by onyone ot ofl? {other H times?

than any incidents alresdy mentioned HE

Look at 47 ~.Was HH member 12 + |, .
CHECK attacked or threatesed, or was some-:‘:}Y" n:,:.?'"’
ITEM C 3 thing stolen or an attempt made to §,7No
steal something thatbelonged to him?%i
;

41. Did anyone TNREATEﬂ_lo‘ beat you up of “iiYes ~ How many 48. Did anything happen to you during the fast 12 months which
R T':RE:TEN yt;rov‘vrh:h o'k:'th,'qru,hqy some - e times? D (o\:‘ ﬂw';gh' wu'u ;:jlm_o, bin d:!d WoT ‘rcpo‘;; to the police?
ather wedpon ncluding telephone threots? v other than ony jncidents already mentione
{other than ov:y incidents olready mentioned) H . ™ No ~ SKIPyld"Check Item E v
42. Did anyene TRY to attack you in some {71 Yes — Whot happened?

£{71Yes ~ How maay
othet way? (other than any incldents i _1 times?

olresdy mentioned b
i

43, During the Jast 12 months, did anyone steal
things that belonged to you from inslde any car
or fruck, such as packages oi ¢lothing?

Vi Yes e Qilov many
1TNe 1 mn1’

44, Vos anything stoien from you while you were

ITEM D thing stoleri or an attempt made to LiZINe

Look at 48 — Was HH member 12+ ¢ - K
CHECK attacked or threatened, or was some-“"-j Yes u;:-’?my
steal something that belonged to him?:

Pl ¥es = How many
away frem home, for instance at work, ina . times?
theater or rastauront, or while traveling? 1Mo

e e,

45. (Other then any ‘ncidents yéu've already L3 Yes ~ How muny
L mentioned) Was anything (elie) at all stelen - times?
—, from you during the lost 12 months? i, 0N

-

Do any of the screen questions contain any entries

fot *'How many times?!!
‘CT“EE:: T2 No — Interview néxt Hi# member, End intersiw
if last respondent, and [ill jtem 13 on cover,
(23 Yeés = Fill Crime Incident Reports.

Page &
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Survey Instruments "

; ] PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS [ Foa
14, 15 NS, . 18, 19 2o, 120b, [21, 122 123.What Ia the highest grade
WAue TYPE |LINE  JRELATIONSHIP | AGE  IMARITALIRACE  [ORIGIN [SEX  |amueo | (or yoan) of raguiar achoot
T =5eanrl O o, [NUMBER .70 HOUSENOLD T sTaTis fice 15) itec16) [fee 17} |Fomces :::K":" dver :""1"2":"
- - %3 0¢ peran: - 718
NEW RECORO | Viee" | | HeAd DAY | ' MEMEZN I Stanscribe for Ztyr.) (06 19)
La N T -
= @ @ !
1] Per 1{ Head WM [ CIwe ! VEIM | 1T Yes ] 00 [ Nevar attondad
L 2] el 2[7¥ile of head | s | 201 | 20 New! e | 2[CF [ 200 ¢ kindergarten '
Elest w1y 3{710wn chitd afAo. fafTyou s B0 (01-08)
15’_3’1’ 4[] othet ralative 4[Z18ep, ) e HS: (0912}
5 {] Non-relative sINM H weCollege (21264}
Look at 11am 4 on cover page, s this thé same 26d. Have,you been loskirig for work during the past 4 weeks?
P ::TNEEMC: household as {3st enumeration? {Box | marked) 1 Yes No < When did you lost work?
| {21 Yes — SKIP ta Check ftem & C1Ns 2173 Up}e 5§ years ago — SKIP o 280
25a. Did you Iive o this house an Aprll 1, 15707 :%’ ;:v'e';“::f{:‘;" 320 L skIP to 36

" . b :IFB Y:Sd~ SKI'IP ° Cl:u:l:l l]len‘zfm? ® 2::3 INQ 2. 13 there any recson why you could not take a lob LAST WEEK?
« Whete did you llve on Apri tate, foreign countr - é
v, P""'y“hru e AP ate, foreign country, 171 No Yes 2 [7] Already has a job
3} Tempacary {llaess
State, Ate, Counvy 4[] Geing to schoof
3 {7} Other — Specuy?

i Dld you llve [nslde the limits of a city, town, village, stc.?
1[I No 2 {2} Yes — Nome of ¢ity, town, village, ecc.?

28a: For whom did you {!ast) work? (Name of cempany,
business, arganization or othier emplaver)

d Were you In the Armed Eorces on April 1, 19707 ‘ .

047, 117 Yes 2[7INo ™’ 053) [T} Never worked — SKIP 1036 ) )
CHECK [% this persori 16 years old or élder? b. What kind of business or industry is this? (For example: TV
iTEM B [} No — SKIP to 38 [ Yes and radio mfg., retal] shoe store, Stdte Labor Dept,, farm)

269, Whot were yeu dolng mast of LAST WEEK ~ (working, i .
eeping house; going to school) or something else? ¢ Were you -
@ 1 7] Working — SKIP to 28 6 [T} Unable to work = SKiP to 26d 1] An ediplayee of a PRIVATE company, business o
. 2] With s job but not at work 7 {1 Retired = indivi WT for wages, salary or cnm:l’uinnl? '
9 [} Looking for work s{.] Other — SPCQ"Y? 2{) A GOYERNMENT smployee (Faderal, State, county,
o Keeping house of local)?
s 7] Gaing to schoo! {If Armed Forces, SKIP 10 284) 3[Z) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, protessionsl -

practice of form?

b. Did you do any work at all LAST WEEK, not counting werk 41"1 Working WITHOUT PAY in fomily business or faim?

around the house? (Nate: If form or business operdtor in HH,

ask aboutunpaid works) di Whot kind of work were you deing? (For example; electriﬂ:l
o[INo ' Yes ~ How many heurs e SKIP to 280 engineer, stock elerk, typist, farmer) U
¢ Did you hove o [ob or business from which you were O O 8 :
temporarily absent of on Jayoff LAST WEEK? e, What were your mast important cctivities or duties? (For
, LTI Ne 2[7] Yes = Absent — SKIP to 28u ] exompler typing, keeping ozcount books, selling ¢res, etc;)

2[} Yes = Layoif — SKIP to 27
Fﬁr‘ 5 AT Cio | INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS i :
Y 36. Tha following questions refer only to things. that ig‘qu - :‘ovl many 46. Did you find any evidence thot someone 1 [*] Yes « How many

K mes? . 1!

hoppened fo you during the last 12 months = v ATTEMPTYED in steal something that e times?
beiween__1, 197, ond 197__o D4 1M belonged 10 you? (other thon eny e
pucvreTI A s 8 et : jncidents already mentioned) H

you have your {pocket p!chd?puno snotched)? ¢ i e
37. Did m\yov;: tni'o n'mnhhw (;h.)bdi"“‘lyk i’k;“{" ~ How many 7. ?‘::‘.Y:h';"‘;:L;:'."::;‘:;}:‘;:";ﬂcd":d‘:'h’ Y‘!zu";;::l';‘h:o(,;.lp:"

:::m ly:“ nf'::':?, oree, such o3 by o stickup, :{‘“;No crime? (Do not count ony calls made.to the pelice 3\

89109 : Libi ¢oncering the incidents you hove just told me obeut. A

38, Dldhnnyona' TRY ;'o tob ya\?r ?y:tln: force s Yes b’w oy {Z}No w SKIP to 46

ot threntening to harm you? (other than any [ timea & -

Incidents olresdy mentioned) H{INo . [21Yes = What happened?

R 39. Did anyone beat you up, attack you or hit you EE} Yes m Mlun many
tHmes?

wiith something, such as o rock or bottle?

! N
{othar than any incidents already mentioned) }[“_ 1o Look at 47 —Was HH member [2 + | a1 = How many
40. Wereyou knifed, shot of, or ottacked with 1{71Y88 ~ How many CHECK a’:l(a:kzd |°r threatened, or was ’°"‘°‘}E’l; times?
some other weapon by onyone e oll? (ather 1908 times? ITEM C thing stolen or an atempt made to  ;{7jNo
than any incidents olready mentioned) AL N steal something thatbelonged to h‘"‘!: .
41. Did onyone THREATEN i buot-you up or F171Yes ~ How many 48. Did anything happen 1o you during the fast 12 months which
THREATEN you with a knife, gun, oc some Prigy  Hmest? @ ois thought was a ¢rime, but did NOT report fo the police?
other weapon, NOT including telephors threats? :{«‘ (Mhor than auy Incidents already mentioned)
(other than any in¢ideris olready mentioned) 1 1) No = SKIP to Chetk jtem E
42. Did anyone TRY 1o attack you in some F{7}Yes — Now many %] Yes ~ Whot hopperied?
other woy? {sther than ony incidents Hp. timesl R :
olready mentioned) _]:L,;ND o _

43. During the lost 12 menths, did anyone steal

i

pe - Ltok at 48 — Was HH member 12 + 1™} yog — W
Yes = How many ‘C”ECK. attacked or threatened, or was somc-:u i (ot

things that belonged io you from Inside any cor . times? thing stolen of an atempt made 1o )
of truck, such as packages or clothliig? l3N°_ ITEMD Steal something that belonged t hlm?l{mm
44. Wos onything stolen from you while you were’ [21#5 — How many - - :
away' from hame, for instance of work, I o - times? ?;r an jevf ;lh:n ;:tr"e"een‘ ?q.\teniom Contali any entries
Live o | cHEck N -

{1 No — Interview next HH member, End interview

13
¥
'
i
M
[}
1
)
theater or restaurant, or while treveling? H
T
£ 3
1
1
1

Ot T s ol oo Yo7~ oo ITEM E i Just respondent, ond fil] tem 13 on cover,
fiom you during the last 12 niontin? .o E:%\YCS ~ Fill Crime ,nCldenl Reports,
FORM NCS:3 1823073} ‘f‘,u*" i i

£



72 Criminal Victimization Surveys in San Francisco

] "PEKSONAL CHARACTERISTiCS

e . M6 (WM. O N T 2, . o e W g~ 24,
TYPE [UNE | RELATIONSHIP MARITAL [RACE  [ONiGIN [SEX  [ARuED ysu
e =5EeT %, [TUUBER | TO NoOUEHOLD ST STATUS (e 18) 1 e 16 [tee1n fromces |. {A“S‘K"::' ;':o::"[‘;“;"m aslde,
NEGRECORD mﬁ"' ("7‘ ;:::, s ee L4} ::?‘1:)“ 'I’m}/éLr\\jI for 28yrd,) ec 19y} {98 20
bast @ b
1{Z)Per 1 [ Hesd OIM g ! LZIM P1E Yes | 00 (] Never attended 1 [ Yos
TN V2 (Wil of head | e | 2 LT1WA |2 M) e [ 2001 {21 Ne of hindargarten 2[INo
Flist ANy (2] 0wn ehitd sf330. {sgon s, (0108
o 4] Other relztive Y sep. H S, (08-12)
57T Nonrelativa sCINM ! ) vamsCollege (21-261)
Look at jtém 4 o cover page, |s this the same 26d. Have you bean looking for work during the past 4 weuks?
ffrHEEMC: household s fast ﬁnumernﬂo;\? {Box | morked) V{21 Yes Na = When did you lest werk?
1 Yes  SKIP to Check ltem 8 CINe 271 Up to 5 years ago — SKIP to 28d
. 25a. Did you live In this house on April 1, 19707 :%z:‘:(’fm:rﬁ;u 0\, sxip (0 36
{ [Z] Yes < SKIP to Check Item B 2 [ 1No 27y is there any teason why you could nol toke o Job LAST WEEK?

b. Where did you live on Aprll 1, 19707 (State, foreign country, @2 1[INe Yes « 2{7] Alread .
- y has a job
U.S; possesslan, etc, . 3 T Temporary tliness
State, et County 4 (2] Golng 1o school
$ ()] Othar w Speclfy7

¢ Did you live Inside the limits of c city, town; ;lmoqt, ofc.?
1= No 2 [7] Yes = Nome of ¢ity, town, village, eté,.
= (J ! ) R 28a: For whom did you {Jast) work? (Name of compony,

[“‘r‘" "[""[' ] business, organization of other employer)

di Were you In the Armed Forces on April 3, 19707

{71 Yes 201N % [7] Naver wotked « $KIP to 36
CHECK Is this person 16 yeurs old or older) b, What kind of business or lndustry Is this? (For examples TY
ITEM B [°1No « SKIP 1o 36 [ Yves and radis ifg., vetall shoe store, State Labor Dept,, fdrm)
26a. What were you doing most of LAST WEEK - {warking, l [ [ \
eeping houst, golng to schoal) or tomething else e Were you —
1 [} Working ~ SKIP to 280 &[] Unable to work = SKIP 10264 L[] An om‘glu oe of a PRIVATE company, business of
2] With a job but not at work v {7 Retlred Indivi uo( for wages, salary or commissions?
3{] Looklng for work 8 [} Other = SPCC”YP 2[5 A GOYERNMENT employse (Federal, State, county,
4 (0] Keeplng house at lacal)?
3 {7 Golng to school {IF Armed Forces, SKIP to 284} EYm) :E“E,F'~EMPl‘-:)YrED In OWN business, prefessjonal
b Did you do any work ot all LAST WEEK, net countlng wark yaetica or Tem
moo:d the ».Jm {Natet Jf faom or business operater in HH, 4[7] Working WITHOUY PAY In fomily business or farm?
sk about unpald worki) d. What kind of wotk ware you doing? {For example: elecirical
6 [TIN¢  Yes = How many hours 2w, ~ SKIP.to 280 englneer, stock clerk, tybist, former)
. Pid you hove o [ob or business from which y.ou were @ T 1 .
) femporarily absent or on layoff LAST WEEQ? ' o.[w‘\_ulf were your most important activitles or duties? (For
V) No  2{7} Yes — Absent - SKIP 1o 284 exomple: typlng, keeping vctount books, selling cors, ete,)
37} Yes o Layofl — SKIP 1o 27

R /"1 INDIVIDUAL SCREEN QUESTIONS

R o P ey 5 ; AR
26: The follawing questions refer cn|; to things that i (] Yes «How miny]  46. Did you Find ony #vid
hoppened ta you duiing the last 12 months = . times?

betwoen__. 1, 197 ond, 197« Did
you have your ipoch' pichd/pw:c snotched)? !
T I " 47. Did you coll the pelice during the lost 12 months to report

. m'"}';“{; '::a;‘;r,?wl‘,%c(;l::)é523!]2“9' }L_JY“' n:,:.'r“’ something that happened to you which you thought was o

"'0“"‘0 of threat? A +F7Ne crime? (Do not count any calls made te the palice

) i : (0 > concerning the Incidents you have just tald me about.)

38, DHhﬂnynm. YR’Y to rob yn;v %:r\é’ h;: force ;[:} Yes ...zq'.. nany A 121 No = SKIP to 48

of thieatening to haim yoeu? (ef\Wjr than nn « mes 2

tncidents u||(dady mantioned) 4 HWL ] L Yes = What happened?
39. Did anyene beat you Up, attack you or hit you ¥ Yes = How

with ioymo'hlng, »’ue ::' o tock Zr bottle? Y 1Lves tl:;n‘ym'

e 3 ‘

ence thot someone Yes « Wi

Vo ATTEMPTED to stecl something Oh:.g“ EFE] ex u:n:lr“

N belonged to you? {other than ary Hwll
Incidents alreddy mentioned) 1

[ ——

' .
(other than any Incidenis already mentioned) 1L Ne Look at 47 ~ Was HH member {2+ |
i bevavtend b > Yer « How sany
4D. Were you knifed, shot o, or ouuhg ::m. LT Vo5 o How many ﬁ'“::é !.':t‘:d‘:il:rnﬂo]r:“::(:‘ of wnd some-:(:lN ot
same other weapon by anyone of oll? {other ¥ times? & ? i M 3‘ ‘(bﬂl‘M m‘d e ‘hol I.E} s
than any fncldents already mentione N steal something thatbeloriged to himii -

" .. 141, Did snyene THREATEN to beat you up or 1121 Yes » How mm{ 48. Did anything hoppen te you during the last 12 months which

THREATEN you with a knife, gun, or some {FINo times? D oij thought was o crime; but did NOT repart te the peiice?
other weapor, NOT Including telephone threats? 1t Zoth" than Gny Incidents olready menifoned)
{other than ony incidents already mentioned) H . [} No = SKIP to Cheek ltem €
42, Did anyone TRY to attack you In some 1 Yor = Mow many ] Yes « What hoppened?
othei way? (othes than ony ncldents Lo mes?
olready, mentioned) i["’j No

1
things|that belenged to you from tnside ony cor 1IN Huest ITEM O :’:::ik:foloernd;:e:,:e:&z;n:: x:;::gne‘:mm timest
e %‘w‘" 24 pathages 51 clotingt ; el steal something that belonged to him N
44 Ve -n\_{lng stolen from you while you wete 1] "3es ~ How maay YT e o li _ ot
away hix homs, for Instonce at wark in o . timast ; o any o teen zq‘\:e tions contain any entries
theotet or ioeteurant, or while traveling? (ENe CHECK or *'How many times

4 45 (Other then <Tdents you've olrecdy” vz'{:h'“":“”‘: i ITEM E {71 No ~ Interview next HH member, End intecview
nes

T
43, lenq’g!hc {ast 12 menths, did onyone stecl T Yes ~ Hew many CﬂECK. Look at 48 — Was HH member 12 + 1} Yes = How wany

mentioned) Kas enysning {els0) ot o}l stolen i, -~ if lost respondent, Gnd fill item 13 on cover,
‘vo:\ you during ﬂ:? l:a-”"lZ tonths ? ° ;EJ No {1Yes = Fill Crime Incident Repotts,
PORM NG LD T) P.lt I}




QiMiBe Noy 41-R2661; Appraval Expires June 38, 1974

Survey Instrumaents

KEYER - Hotes

BEGIN NEW RECORD

)

NOTICE « Your report 1o the Census Bureay Ii confidentlal by [aw

(Title 13, U.5; coda)s It

imay he saen dnly by sworn Census emplayeas

and may be used only for hln&nlcalzj’urpous.

Line numbar

Screen question numbes

®_®

Incldent numbet

ranv NCS-4

(e222+72)

UiSe DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
SQCIAL ANG EGONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
FUREAY OF THE CKNIYS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT
NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE. .

To: You sald thot during the last 12 menths ~ (Refer to
approfitiate sereen questfoa for description of crime).
In whot month (did this/did 1hs first) incident hoppon?
(Show flasheard If necessary. Entourage respondent to
glve exatl morith,)

Month (Q1=11)

Is this In¢ident report for » serles of crimes?
1) NG = SKIP to 2

2[.] Yes « (Note: serles must have 3 or
more siaillar Incidents which

CHECK
ITEM A

So,

@

o

Yere you o customer, smployes, of owrier?
t {2} Customer

2 {7} Employee

3 {7 Owner

4{™] Other ~ Specify.

Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from
the store, restaurant, office, factory, efci?

7] Yes )
2(CINo

377 Do’ € know

SKIP to Check ftem 8

respondeqt can't recall separately) B

by In whot mopth(s) did these Incldents toke place?
{Mark alt that upply)
1 [ Spring (March, April, May)
2 (7] Summer (June, july, August)
2 [} Fall (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (December, January, Febiuary)

g

How many incidents were involved in this serfes?
1 [} Thrae or four

2 [T} Flve to ten

317 Eleyen ot more

A [ Don't know

INTERVIEWER = [} series, the following questions refer
only to the Most recent incident,

2. About what {ime did {this/the mast tecent}

Iricident hoppen?
1 7] Don't knaw
27} Durlisg the day {6 am. te & pam,
t At m:m [(] p.za.(m 6 .m.) pame)
$[7) 6 pam, to midnight
a {7 Midnight to 6 aum.
s [T Don't know

30, Did thit Incldent take place taslde 2ir {imits of this

¢ity of somewhere alse?

1 [ Inslde limits of this ity — SKIP to 4

2 {7} Somewhere else in the United Stateg

3] Outslde the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

b. In what State and county did this lncident occur?

o

-

Did the offender(s) live thete or have a right to be
there, such os o guest os a worfimon?

LT Yes s SKIP to Chetk ftam B

2[}Ne
37} Do’y know

DId the offender(s) actudlly get 1 ust TRY to get
In the bullding? ) ectually et In or fus o9

1[5 Actually gat In
207) Just tiled to get In
371 Don’t know

-z O

Wos thete any avidence, such as o broken Jock ot brecken
wlndaw; that the n(hnhz(n‘ {torced his woy {n/TRIED
1o force hls way i) the bullding?
TN
Yes = Whot wos the evidence? Anything elie?
{Mark a1l that apply)
2§77 Broken lack ve window
3 i} Forced doar or window:

{or tried) sKip
4 ("] Slashed screen to Check
s[.] Othet = Sxmc:lly.'7 Item B

How d1d the offender(s) (get in/try to get In)?
V271 Theough unlocked door or window

2{ 71 Had key

3 {7} Don't know.
4§77 Other ~ Specify

State

County

v DVd it happen inside the limits of a clty, 1awn, villoge, wtc:?
iNe

217 Yes — Enter nome e city, town, ete. 7

CHECK

Was any meinber of this houvsehold,
ITEM 8 ‘

z2["3Yes

4, Where did this Incident toke ploce?

17} At of 1n own dwelliag, in garage ot
other building on property (lncludes
break-In or attempted break-in}

273 At or in vocagion home, hote!/matel

37 Inside commelkial building such as
store, restauraniy:-hank, gas station, ASK
publiz conveyancenr station 5d

A7) Inside office; faclo& or wiirehguse -

5 T} Nedr awn bome; yardjisidewalk,

" driveway, carport, apaitnent hall
(Does not Include breaksihdr

SKIP 10 4o

dttempled braaksin) T SKiP
€[] On the streey, In a park, Tield, play. 10 Check
gtound, schogl grounds ot parking lot [ [tem B.

{73 lnslde school

~
Py
b3

b.

Ineluding tespondent, prasent when this
Incident oceurred? (If nat sure, ASK)
1 {77 No— SKIP to 13a
Did the person(s) have o weapon such as o gun ot knife,
or something he wos using o5 o we 3en, such as o
kottle, of wrench? “\/‘ B

$+{1Ne R
2" Don"t know (*
Yes = What wos the weapon (Mark all that apply)
3 {7} Gun
« [} Kaife
5 [ 7] Other = Specify,

Did QM pervor(s) hit you, knock you down, or cztually
attock you in some o'ln way?

1L} Yes - SKIP to 7/
2{}No

. Did the ptht)ﬁ:ibf thresten you with horm in any way?

8 {7} Other = SPcCi{Y*? @ HLINo ~ SKIP to 7e
2{7] Yes
Page. 9 -
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Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Francisco

d‘nuwna ynu!hunhnn? Any qt):n w:y?

&, What aétually happened? Anything else?
N

f. How did the persanis) ottack yau? Any

"3 () Harassed, argument, abusive

“] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS - Continued |

(Mark all that upply)
t[7] Verbal threat of rope
2 {7} Vaibal theeat of attack other

than rope
3{7} Weapon present or threatdried

7 with weapon

4[] Atteripted attaék with weapon

(for example, shot at)
5173 Object thrown at person
&[] Followed, surrounded
7 (7] Other = SPeeify v inione
o

SKip
to
{0a

@

9h. Did you file o cloim with dny of these fnsurance componies or programs

tn ordér fo get part or all of yous med
1 {*]No ~ SKIP ta [0a
2{7]) Yes

jeal expenses paid?

Did insutance or any health benefits
the totel medical expenses?

v [ 73 Not yet settled
AfTINome. v a SKIP to [0a
aCgAl e

4{"] Part

pragiam pay for all or pacet of

How much did Insurance or @ health berelits program pay?

3

N (Obmln on estimate, if necessary)

{Mdek all that opply)

1 [7] Something taken wWithout
permission

3 "1 Attempted of thientened to

‘ take something

language

47} Forcible entry ot attempted
forcible entry of house

5 Y Forcible entty of avempted
entry of ¢ar

SKIP)
to
0o

DId you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the incident?

1["1No = SKIP to [!
207} Yes

Whot-did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that apply)

1{Z]Usél/brandi shed gun or knife

2[7]Used/tried physical force (hit,
chased, threw object, used other
Wenpoty ere.)

3{}Trled t3 get help, atract attention;
scare offender away (screamed,
Telled. called for help, wrned on
Tghts, etc)

4 {7 Threatened, argued, reasoned,
etc. with offender

5[} Resisted without force, used
evasive action {ran/drove away,
hid, held property, locked door,
ducked, shielded self, etc.)

6 {7 10ther=
= Specify

6 [} Damaged or desiroyed property
) Attempred of threatened to

4 )

i damage or destrgy property
(21 Other - Specl{y7

y,

other way? (Mork all that apply)
i {7 Raped
2[7) Tried to rape ; Py
3 [T Hit with object held in hand,shat, knifed
4 [Z] Hit by thrown object
s [7] Hit, slapped, knocked down
6 {77} Grabbed, held, tripped; jumped,
pushed, etc,
7-[7] Other — Specify

>

728

@
@

8a. What were the Injuries

b, Were you iriured to the extent that you needed

c. Did you receive any treatment at a hospital?

d. What was the total omaunt of your medical

ou suffered, If any?
Anything else? [Mark OYY that apply)

t [T) None « SKIP 10 {0u

2] Raped

3 [] Atempted rape

4"} Knife or gunshet wounds,.

% [7] Broken bones or teeth kaocked out

6 [} Internal injuries, knocked unconscious

7 {1 Bruises, black eye, euts, scratches, swelling
BITYOther = SPeify e,

medical atiention oftes the attock?
4 [} No — SKIP to 100
2[7} Yes

1{J Ne

2{) Emergency room tréaunent only

1 [} Sayed avermight of longer —
How many uys’l7

[—

expenses resulting from this incident, INCLUD.
ING anything paid by insurance? Include hospital
ond doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, ond
any other iniugy ieloted medical expenses.
INTERVIEWER ~ If respondent does not know
exact omound, encourage him to give an estimate,
o [[;}No cost — SKIP 16 10a

| F S,
* {7} Don't know

@

9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered

by any medical insurance, or were you eligible
for benielits from any other type of zeuhh
benefits progrom, such o Medicaid, Yetarans'
Admintstration, or Public Welfare?
[Ny SKIP to 10a

141 Oon't kpow

LAMACT] &

-4

o

Was the crime committed by only one

1{7) Only one 5

SKIP ¢

2 {7} Don't kriow ~

ot mere than one person?

3173 More than one
o {20 - I

Was this person mole

orfemate?
1{7IMale @
2{"} Female

3 {71 Don't know

How old would you say
the persop was?

3 Under 12
o ©
21121
ats—t7 ¢
4[] 18-20

s {7321 or aver
6 {7} Don't know

¥os the persen someorie you
knew or was he o stronger?

3 [1Swranger
2 {7} Don't know

3 [2 Known by SKip
C sight only loe @
4 {7} Casual

acquaintance
s {71 Well known

Wos the person a relotive
of yours?

1 [T1No
Yes « What relationship?
2 [7] Spouse or ex-spouse
3] Parent "
4{}0wn child
5|7} Brother or sister

6 [] Other relative ~
Speci[y;

4§73 Don't kiow

f« How many persons?

9. Were they male or female?
1 2] All male
2 [7] All female
3 [} Male and female
4 [ Don't know

b

How old would you say the
youngest was?

1 [[Tunder 12 577721 or over —
203 12-14 SKIP to |
3{15-17 & {] Don't know
4[] 18-20

How old wauld'yau say the
oldest was?

V{3 Under 12 4T3 1820

2731014 s {7121 or over
{11517 &[] Don’t know.

Were dny of the persons kaawn
of rélated fo you or were they
all strongers?

V{T1 Al strangers } sKip
2{710sn’t know tom
3 [TTAH relatives SKIP
a 7] Sowe relatives } tol

s {73 Al known
&[] Some known

x~

How well were they known?

{Mark all that apply)

1+ T} By sight only

2 [7] Casual
acquaintance(s)

3 [7] Well knawn

sKIp
tom

How were they related fo you? -
{Mark all that-apply)

v{Z3Spouse or 4[] Brothers/

ex-spouse sisters
2 (7] Parents s (] Other
a7} own Specify
children

- m. Were all of them —
. Was he/she — @ 1 {7 White? )
1 (2} White? 27} Negro?
2 {;] Negro? Yo /,K"P : LJ Other? - SDECify;
3071 Other? SSpecify (s
(2 ﬁa 4[] Combinatioh ~ Specifyz

-
s {] Don’t know

FOMM NQ¥4 [3:39.73)
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CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved i S

120. Weré you the oply person there bosides the offendsr(s)
151 i DYGS ~ SKIP to 130
’ 2[3Ne .

b, How many of these persons were robbed, harmed, or
ﬂ;yea'enod? Do not include persons under 12 years
of ages

@ o [T} None — SKIP to {30

Number of persons

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken?

CHECK‘ (Box 3 or 4 marked In 13f)
ITEM D [CINo — SKIP to Check jtem E

I yes

a

Were ony of these persons members of your household?
Do riot include household members under 12 years of age.

@ o [T No

Yes =~ How many, not countirig yoursel{?

{Also mark ““Yes'' in Check Item | on page 12)

134 Wos something stolen or taken without permission fhat
belonged io you or othérs in the household?
INTERVIEWER ~ Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable business in respondent’s home.

Do not include anything stolen from a recognizable
business In réspondent’s home or another business, such
as merchandlse or cash from a reglster,

1 [ Yes ~ SKIP to 13f

“2{7]No

®

o

Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something thot
belonged fo you or others in the household?

([7JNo —§KIP to 13e
27 Yes

®

140, Hod permission to use the {caj/motor vehicle) ever boen
9iyen o the peison who took j1? ===’

lthc..“.. $KI .
2 (7] Don't know } KIP to Check [tem &
3] Yes
b, Did the persop return the (cir/motor vehicle)?

1 [T] Yes )
2[)No

T 15 Box 1 or 2 marked In 137
CHECK [CINo = SKIP to /5o
ITEM E .

[ Yes

°

Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persan, for instarice,
in d pocket or being held by you when it was token?

177 Yes

What did they try to toke? - Anything else?
{Mark all that apply)

1+ [T Purse

2 [T} Wallet or money

sf{Z) Car

3 [7) Other motor veliicle

s [ Part of ear (Kubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& [} Don't know

7 [ Other ~ Specify,

hid

6N

2} No ]
. Was only cash taken? (Box 0 marked in 13f)

CHECK [ Yes — SKIP to Jéa

ITEM F

] Ne

Did they try to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK . or money? (Box I or 2 marked In [3¢)

ITEM C {7} No — SKIP to l8a
[T1¥es

a

Was the {puise/wallet/money) on your person, for
instance ino pocket or being held?

@ D“S} SKIP 10 18a

2{"JNo

LJ

. What did happen? (Mark all that apply)

1 {1 Attacked A
2 [7] Threatened with harm

37} Attempted to break Inte house or garage

4 [T} Attempted to break Into car

s{"} Harassed, argument, abusive language

6 [} Damaged or destroyed property 18a

7 [] Auertpted or threatened to damage or
desttoy pioperty

8 [ Other — Specify L

150, Altogether, what was the volue of the PROPERTY
thot was token?

INTERVIEWER — Exclude stolen cash, and enter $0 for
stolen checks and credit cards, even If they were ysed,

| PO

3

How did you decide the value of the propery thot was
stolen? (Mark all thot apply)

1 [ Original cost .

2 ] Replacement cést

3 [} Personal estimate of current value

4 [} Insurance report estimate .
5 {7} Pollce estimate
&6 [T Don't know

7 {7) Other — Specify

. What wos faken? Whot else?

Cash; - $

and/or
* Property; (Mark o/l that apply) =
0[] Only cash taken — SKIP to {4¢
1] Purse
2 [} Wailet
af 1cCar
4 {"} Other motor vehicle
s {7} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

3

& ) Other — Specify

i

+{7) Norie

.

16a. Was olf 67 part of the stolen money or propesty recavered,
except for anything received from insurance?

2] Al } SKIP to 170

3 {7} Pan

o

. What wos recovered?

Cash: §

i
and/or

Property: (Mark all that apply)

o[ Cash only recovered — SKIP 10 {70

+ {7 Putse

2} Wallet

3} Car

4 {7 Other motor vehicle '

571 Pajt of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)

s ] Other — Specify

c. What wos the value of the praperty recoversd (excluding
recovered cosh)? SN

FOAM NCS-4.{8:33.73)
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Criminal Victimlzation Surveys In San Francisco

2] CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continved

170, Was thete any insurance against theft?

1 N LI BN
e Ne. }smmolsa

2 ] Don't know
3] Yes

~ 20a. Were the police informed of this incident in any way?
1 [ZINe
2 [T} Don't know — SKIP to Gheck ltem G
Yes = Who told them?
3 {7} Househld member

&

Was this.-loss reported to an Insurance company?

@ VINe i

2 [T} Don't know
3] Yes

} SKIP to |80

4 (7] Someone else SKIP 10 Check ltem G
5 [} Police on scene

o

What wos the reason this incident was hot reported to
4 the police? (Mark all that apply}

1 {71 Nothing could be done — lack of proof

2[7] Bid not think tt important enough

3[7] Police wouldn't want to be bothered

4[] Did not want to take time — too inconvenient

. Was any of this lois tecovered through Insurance?
+ 7] Not yet setiled

@ SKIP to {8a
2[No b )

3] Yes

s [] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
- 8 {71 Did not want to get Involved

7 {7 Airald of reprisal

8 [T} Reported to someone clse

9 {] Other ~ Specify

a.

. How muck was recovered?
INTERVIEWER ~ If property reploced by insuronce

company instead of cash settlement, ask for estimate
of value of the property replaced,

s____‘_____‘;.

{7 No — SKIP to Check Iten H
TEMCH 5 Yes — Ask 210 ,
21a. Did you haye o job af the time this incident hoppened?
1] No — SKIP to Check Jtem H
2] Yes
b, Whot was the job?

CHECK ‘ {s this person }§ years or older?

®

8a. Did ony household jember lose any. time from work

becouse of this incident?
o.[Z]No — SKIP to 19a

® _©

Yes — How many m¢mbeys?7

1 [7] Same as described in NCS-3 items 28a<e - SKIP to
Check Item H
2 [7] Different than deseribed in NCS-3 ftems 28a~e

¢+ For whom did you work? (Name of company, busines,
orgenization or other employer)

d, What kind of business or Industry Is this? (For example: TV

b. How much time was lost altogether?
@ 1 [ Less than [ day
2] 15 days
37} 6~10 days

4 [} Over 10 days
5{7] Don't know

and radio m{g., retall shoe store, Stote Labor Dept., farm)

@ [T 11

e. Wore you =
188 1 [ An employee of a PRIVATE company, business or
individual for wages, salary or commissions?
2 {1 A GOVERNMENT employee {Federal, State, county or |ocal}?
3[ ) SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professional
practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHORT PAY iin family business or farm?

19a. Was anything domdged buf not taken in this incident?
For example; was o lock or window broken, clothing
domaged, or domage doné to o cor, etc.?

y £7] No = SKIP to 200
2] Yes

What kind of work were you doing? (For example; electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

@ [T

9. What were your most Important activities or duties? {For example:
typing, keepink account books, selling cars, finishing concrete, etc.)

L4

(ng/wul) “ao domaged ftem{s) repaired or vep'acedy?
() 1 [}Yes - SKIP ta 19d
2 Ne ‘

BRIEFLY summarize this incident or series

CHECK, of incidents.
ITEM H

¢. How much would it cost 16 repair or replace the
domoged item(s)?

oo SKIP to 20a
x {7} Don't know

Look at I2¢ on Incident Report. |s there an

d. Mow much wos the repalr or replacement cost?

X [T No cost- or don't know — SKIP to 20a

i

s

CHECK entry for ‘‘How many?*’
ITEM | CINe

("] Yes — Be sure you have an [ncident Repors
for each HH h.2mber |2 years of oge
or over who Wus robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this incldent,

Is this the last Incident Report to be

e. Who poid or will poy for the repairs of replacement?
{Mork oll that opply)

v {1 Household member
2] L.andiord
33 Insutance

4[] Other ~ Specify.

filled for this person?
::THEE#::..'( [T No — "Go to next Incident Report.
{71 Yes — Is this the last HH member
to be Interviewed?
[ZINo - Interview next HH member.,
[T Yes — END ENTERVIEW. Enter
total number of Crime
" Incident Reports filled for
this household jn ftem |3

on the caver of NCS-3.

FORM NCS-4 {8:23.73)

i
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O.M.B. No: 41«R26613 Approval Explires June 30, 1974

s_urvey Inatgumeﬁts

BEGIN NEW RECORD

KEYER - Notés

Line number

NOTICE « Your report to the Census Bureai {s confidentlal by law
(Title {3, U.S: code)c tr may be seen only by swoin Census employeas
and may be Used only for statistical purposes. :

Screen question number

®

Inclident aumber

Forirs NCS-4
{8ar22.73}

. U.s, DEPARTMENY OF COMMERCE
* SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STATISTICS ADMINISTRATION
BUREAU OF THE CENIUS

CRIME INCIDENT REPORT

NATIONAL CRIME SURVEY
CENTRAL CITIES SAMPLE

1a.

You said thot during the last 12 months — (Refér to
dppropriate screen question for description of crime),
tn whot menth (did this/did the first) incident happer?
(Show flashcard if necessory, Encouroge.respondent to
glve exact month,) :

Month (01=12)

Sus

Is this Incldent report for a series of crimes?)

Were you o customer, employes, or owner?
1 (] Customer

2] Employee

3 (] Owner

4[] Other = Specify.

Did the person(s) steal or TRY to steal anything from
the stere, restaurant, office, factory, etc.?

t{] Yes

2[) No

SKIP to Check ltem B
3] Don't know ' .

THE MmO — O = -

CHECK t (3 No ~ SKIP to 2 .
2[7] Yes - (Note: serles must have 3 or
ITEM A more similar incidents whlch
respondent can't recall separately)
In what month(s} did these incidents toke place?

(Mark all that apply)

1 {7} Spring (March, April, May)

2 [} Summer (june, July, August)

3 []Fall (September, October, November)
4[] Winter (December, January, February)

How mony incidents were involved in this series?
1 [T] Three or four

2 {}Flve to ten

3{"] Eleven or more

4[] Don't know

INTERVIEWER — If series, the following questions refer
only to the most recent Incident.

2

About what time did {this/the most recent)

incident happen?

1 {7 Don't know

2 During the day (6 a.m, to'6 p.m.

= At nigghz [ p.l:l.([o 6 a.m.) )

3{76 p.m. to midnight
4 [7) Midnight to 6 a.m.
s.[7] Don't know

o

0

Did this incident taoke place inside the limits of this

city of somewhere else?

t (] Inside 1imits of this city — SKIP to 4

2 [} Somewhere else In the United States

3[7] Outside the United States — END INCIDENT REPORT

In what State and county did this incident occur?

v

Did the offender(s) livs there or have o right to be

“there, such as o guest or o workman?

1] Yes ~ SKIP to Check Item B
2} No o
3[_JDon’t krow !

Did the offender(s) actually get in or just TRY to get
in the buifding? ) ecteelly e ’

1 {3 Actually got in
2] Just tifed to getin .
3 [J Don't know

Was there any evidence, such o3 a broken lock or broken
window, that the offander(s) (forced his way in/TRIED
to force his way in) the building? .
11 No
Yes — What was the evidence? “Anything else?
{Mark all that apply} o
2] Broken lock or window
3] Forced door or window

(or tried) skip
4 O] Slashed screen ' Chack
s [] Other — Sgeclry;, jtem B

How did the offender(s) (get in/try to get in)? .
A {73 Through-uniecked door or window

2 ) Had key

a7} Don't know
4[] Other — Specify

State

County

Did it happen inside the limits of o city, town, villoge, etc.?

1 [T Ne

Was any member of this househsld,

2] Yes — Enter name of city; town, etc.

[T T TT1—

7.

Where did this incident toke place?

1 {73 At or In own dwelling, in garage of
othér building on property (Inciudes
break-in or attempted break-in)

2 7] At or I vacation home, hotel /moted

3 {7 Inside commercial building such as
store, restaurant; bank, gas station,
public. conveéyance or station.

4 ] Inside office, factory, or warehouse

5 [} Near own home; yard, sidewalk,
driveway, carport, apartment hall
{Does not include break-in of
attempted break-in)

6 On the street, in a park, field, play-
ground, school grounds or parking Iot//

7 {_] Inside school

8 [} Other -Spec;fy.?

SKIP to 60
ASK.

Sa

SKIP

to Check
jtem B

including respondent, présent when this
CHECK Incident.accurred? {f not sure, ASK)
ITEM B +[T]Ne = SKIP to 130
2] Yes o
14
7. Did the person(s) have a weopon. such as o gun ot kaife,

@

€

@

or something he was using as o weapon, such as o
bottle, or wrench? .

1 L2} Ne
2] Don't know
Yes — What was the weapoa? (Mork dli thot apply)
3 {7 Gun '
4[] Knife
s (] Other - Specify

Did the pumq(l) hit you, knock you down, ot actually
attack you {5isome other way?

1) Yes — SKIP ta 7f
213 Ne

Did the person(s) threaten you with harm in dny way?
tCINo—-SKiPto7e = '
2[7) Yes c P

Page |3
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ARETIRS R GHARS  CRIME INCIDENT QUESTIONS ~ Continued SR
< " 74. How weie you threotened? Any other woy? 9b. Did you file o clajm with any of these insurance companies or programs
. {Mark all that apply) 3 in order to get part or all of your medical expenses pald?
@ 1 {2 Viirbal threat of rape @ t [} No ~ 5KIP 1o 10a
2 {7} Vl!uba( threat of attack other {7 Yes )
thicn rope -
3 (] Weapon present or threatened € R'i.d '!:';17::5';‘:'| a.r;y;r:‘u.lii; benefits program pay for oll or part of
with weapon fK", @ 1 7] Not yet seitled
a7 Antempted attack with weapon } 0
CJ( or example, shat at) 100 2{ ) None, ...y SKIP to 10a
I 1 Object thrown at person SCHA e
6 {7 Fallowed, surrounded ‘ :‘[-3 Pa';‘ T ST .
b 1Q‘her - SPCCHY +» oW muc NsSYTonNce or 0 hea enetits progrom pay
1 . y | I (Oblafn of estimate, if necessary)
i
e. What }x:'uo“y happened? Anything else? 10a, Did you do anything to protect yourself or your property during the jncident? r
+° - (Mark;oll that opply) 3 @) 1 [ZINo - SKIP o &
1[7) fomething taken without 2] Yes ) o
: fiermission & b.What did you do? Anything else? (Mark all that appiy) !
- 2 [jl"“gempmd o threatened to 1 [ZJUsed/brandished gun or knife a{71Theeatened, argued, reasontd, :
o . take son:je(h ng N 2[)Used/tried physical force (hit, etc, with offender
o IH““““ + argument, abusive chased, threw abject, used other s ] Resisted without force, used :
_language . weapon, etc.) avasive action (tan/drove away, L
a CFForcible entry of attempted SKiP 37} Tried to get heip, atract attention, hid, held proparty, locked deor, 2t
rforcibla entiy of house 1o scare offender away (screamed, ducked, shielded self, etc.) i
s [Z]Forcible entry or attenpted {0a elled, called for help, trned on 6 {"}Other= Y
entry of car {'6“5- etc) Specify . Lo
€ E_‘:‘ D“m“EEddW de:l(oyed g”’Pe”Y 11, Wos the crime committed by only one or more than one person? §
7 {7] Attempted or threatened to v Ly 0nl Don't know. — i }
i-damage or destroy property £ only e 2 S;?P‘(oml,Za 20 Morc han .oneP
8 [:4; Other - Sp"”)’? a. Wos this person male f. How mony persons?
| ] ot femole? @
J t [CIMale
- - 3. Were they male or femole?
f. Moy did the parson(s) attack you? Any | s +
«  othir way? {Mark all that apply} 2] Fem.a ¢ VT Al male ;
. CB Raped 4[] Don't know 2 (] All female ¢
@ 4 S e e | 3 {"}Male and female I
20} Trled to rape b. How old“would you say T 47T Don't know 4
3 {7 Hit with object held i hand,shat, knifed the person was? b pud e ; ¢
« [T Hit by thrown object - : How old would you say the v
: | L e ot o (e @ TR s o - i-x
© (2] Grabbed, held, wipped, Jumped, 2111214 271214 "USKIP to | iy
" pushed, ete, : - 1 o ’ ’
7 {1 Other ~ Specify 2L11s-07 SC115-17 5[] Don't know -
o e o[} 1820 477 1820 ,
8a. What were the injuiles you suffered, if any? . - r
R Anything elas? (Mark all that apply] s o.r over i rl:l:s:l::;?'d you soy the :
lsgNnne-SKIP to 10a & {1 Don't know @ ) [ Under 12 [ (8-20 Y
2 ::,J Raped ¢, Wos the person somecne you z2{7) 1214 s[732 orover ot
3 [ Autempted rape knew or wos he o stranger? 331517 6 [ Don'tknow :
4{73 Knife or gunshot wounds L) St H
5] Broken bonés or teeth knocked out ) Steanger Jo Wera any of the persons known
6!7") internal Injuries, knotked unconscious 2 {7} Don't know :W::‘:::::;W or were they )
72} Bruises, black eye, cuts, scratches, swelling 3121 Known by SKIP N y ‘
o =1 Other ~ Spe€ify e ~ slght only we @ ;E]] g‘o'n?:[sf:f;m } o "
b. Were you injured to the extent that you needed 4" Casual 3 (5 AlL relatives
madical ottention ofter the ottack? acqualntance . @ Some ralatives §()K;P
2] - . 1 5 %
H®) ;‘(:_, ’:‘a’s SKIP to 100 5[] Well known 5 15 All knows
¢ bid yod receive any treatment af ¢ hospital? d. W‘nl Qh'??’nson a relotive y ;E;Ji::'::tm\z:‘ o
{11 No of yaisis . re they known
= - ‘ k all that apply)
. 21”1 Emergency Yoom treatment only v (Mar .
5 ({y’Stayed overnight or fonger — W e 1 ] By sight only i
How many dcy'?; Yes — Whot relationship? 2{7 Casual sKiP %‘f
2 [T} Spouse or ex-spause __ acquaintance(s) [ tom ;
. 3 [ Parent | :L] Well k:own ’ )
heed, What was the total amount of your medical 47"} Own child + How were they telated 10 you?
M uxpenses resvlting from this Incident, INCLUD- [;_j her X ('A'?q'k all that'apply)
ING anything roid by insurance? laclude hospital s {7 Brother or sister {{Z]Spouse or 4[] Brothurs/
ond doctor bills, medicine, therapy, braces, ond 6 [0tk relative — eit-spouse sisters "
any other injury related medicol expenses, ™ Specify 2 ) Parents 52} Othez »~ i
i INTERVIEWER ~ [f respondent does ot know ? 3 [7) Own Speclfyy v
exact omount, encourage him to give on estimote. children B
o171 No cost - SKIP to {00 -
s , m. Were all of them - 5
XM['] Don't kmow. 2 e. Was he/she - @ 7] White? K
9a. At the time of the incident, were you covered @ i fZ}WM'-? 2{“} Negta? : o
y any medicol insurance, or were you eligible 2 1Y Negro? 3 7] Othér?  Specify o
\ v l Y Negro? 7
for benefits from ony other type of health bt KIP
benefits program, such os Medicoid, Veterons' 3{71 Other? -Speci{y; to 4 \
@ A?‘l?‘iumlon, or Public Welfare? 120 ai”} Combination ~ Specf!y;
TCINew el R
‘ 2[5 Don't mw} SKIP o 10a [
L ) 377 Yes ‘ 4 {73 Don't know ${_ ] Dori't know i
FOMM NCB-4 {$:23-7D) Page 14 ; L\J




2l CRIME INCIDENT

QUESTIONS ~ Continved

120. Were you the only parson there besides the offender(s)

@ (71 Yes ~ SKIP to 130

2{TJNo

Was a car or other motor vehicle taken? [
{Box 3 or ¢ marked fn 13f)

CHECK
ITEM D

b. How many of these persons were robﬁcd, hornied, of
ﬂ;uohnod? Do not include persons under 12 yeors
of oge.

@ o []] None — SKIP tp' 30

Number of pérsons

I No = SKIP to Check ltem E ’
) CdYes v

“14a. Had permission to \né the (car/motor vehicle) ever been
given to the person who tookijt? BT

. Were-any of these persons membeis of your huu;ohold?
Do not inctude household members under 12 years of age.

@ o[ZINo

Yes — How many, not counting yoursel?’

(Also mark ''Yes* in Check Item | on page {6)

AJNe..s ., S
2= Don's know l} ;KIP w® Ch’ec_ir e ™ E.
3] Yes &

b. Did the ﬁ;;;on retutn the (car/motor v;hi‘cln)?

[ Yes : “\

*

*

®

@ - Yes} SKIP to 184

130. Was something stolen or taken without permission thot
belonged to you or uthers in the household?
INTERVIEWER - Include anything stolen from
unrecognizable businéss in respondeqnt’s home.

Do not jriclude anything stolen from a recognlzable
business. in respondent’s hame or another business, such
as merchandise or cash from a régister,

1 ] Yes ~ SKIP to 13f

2[T]Neo k

= 2T Ne i
b}

Is Box | oF 2 marked fn 1312 R

CHECK [ No ~ SKIP to 150 ’

[:] Y\;s

c. Was the (purse/wallet/money) on your persen, i;:r lnsv';w,‘co,
in o packet of being held by you when it wis Taken?

ITEM E

b, Did the person(s) ATTEMPT to take something that
belongzd to you or others in the household?

1 I No — SKIP to 13e
2] Yes

VT res S
2[JNe )

CHECK [7) Yes —SKIP to i6a

€. What did they t:y to tcke? “Anythlhg else?
{Mark ail that apply}

1 [ Purse

2[ "} Wallet or money

s Car

4 [ Other motor vehicle

s {7] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
& 3 Don’t know

Was only cash taken? (Sox 0 morked {n 13fj
ITEM F * :

Qe
150. Altogether, what wos the valoe of the FRGPERTY
thot was taken? ., Vi C o

JNTERVIEWER - Exclude stolen cash, and eiiter 80 for™
stolen checks ond credit cards, aven if they wete useds.

s

o

7 (] Other — Specify

ITEMC . {INo — SKIP to (8a

DId they uy to take a purse, wallet,
CHECK » or moriey? (Box | or 2 mutked In I3¢)
{7 Yes

b. How d/d you decide the value of the property that was
* stolen? (Mark oll that opply) )

148 { (] Original cost 0
2 [} Replacement cost
3 {7} Personal estimate of current value

d. Was the (purve/wallet/money) on ‘yau'r' person, for
instance in o pocket or being held?

27 No

&

4[] Insurance report estimate
5[] Police estimate”

& {] Don't know
7]} Other — Specify

o. Whot did happen? (Mark all that apply)

160. Was all or part of the stolen money or property recovered,

1 {7 Attacked 3
2 [ Threatened with harm except for anything received from insurance?
3 7] Attempted to break into house or garage 1 ] None } SKIP to 17+
& [T] Attempted to break into car 2[J Al P
&[] Harassed, argument, abusive language fc:("’ 3 ([ Part )
s (7] Damaged or destroyed property 18a b, Whot was recovered? .
Attempted or thr d to damage of -
destroy property Cash:$ . E
8 [] Other — Specify and/or .
* Psoperty: (Mark all that apply)
2 o [J Cash only. recovered — SKIP to {70
f. What was taken? Whot else? 1+ [ Puese
2] Wallet
Cnds;: s . 3T Car
and/or !
. Property: (Mark all that apply) 4[] Other motor vehicie .
o [ Only cash taken — SKIP to 14c s [} Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.)
+ (T3 Purse 6 [7] Other - Specify ‘ 3
2 [ Wallet L9 \[
a{JCar . , .
4 [ Other motor vehicle ¢, What was the value of the property recovered (cl:'nfﬂng
s [] Part of car (hubcap, tape-deck, etc.) recovered cash)?
6 [7] Other — Specify @ s P S :
FORM NCB.4 (8:23.73) Page i5 A [ E
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i 4 [2] Other = Specify

Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Francisco .

CRIME INCIDENT QUEST{ONS ~ Continved

170, Was' theis any insuronce oguimt thefr?

@ TNe i

2 7] Don't know
a[]Yes

} 3KIP to 180
+

o

. Wiu‘ his loss reported to an insuiance compvany?‘v .

SKIP to i
2[7] Don't know } KIP to 18a,

3] Yes ‘ \\\

b

“

+ Wos any of this loss tecovered thiough insuiance?

1 Not yet settied
@ H SKIP to [8a
£ < IPPIN

Tall] Yes

20a. Were the police informed of this incident in ony way?

J [ No ’
2 [7] Don't know ~ SKIP to Check Item G
" Yes'— Whe told them? :
. 3[7] Household member
» 4[] Someona else
"8 (] Police on scene

} SKIP to Check tem G

i Whay was the reason this fncident was not reported to
* the police? (Mark all that apply)
1 [T] Nuthing could be done — lack of praof
2[] Did_not thirik it important enough
9] Police wouldn't want to beé bothered
4[] Did not want to take time ~ too jnconvenient
s.(T] Private or personal matter, did not want to report it
6 [} DId not, want to. get Involved
7 (] Afraid of reprisal
8 (] Reported to someone else

d. How. much was recovered?

INTERVIEWER ~ {f property replaced by insurance
compagy Instead of ¢ash settlement, ask for estimote
of vaiue of the property reploced,

» ] Other ~ Specify

I5 this person 16 years or older?
CHECK ; X
ITEM G 1 No — SKIP to Check ltem H

[C)Yes - ASK 210

16d. Did any hausehold member lose any time from work
N because of this {ncidont?

@)  ofINo ~SKIP 0 19

Yes — How many mcmbnu?;

210. Did you have o job _at the time this incident happened?

v [T]No ~ SKIP ta Check Item H
2] Yes

b. What was the job?
1+ [] Same as describied in NCS-3 items 28a—e ~ SKIP 1o
Check Jtem H
2 ] Different than described in NCS-3 items 28a—e

c. For whom did you work? (Name of company, business,
organization or other employer) B

]

d. Whet kind of h\ni‘nou or Induuéry is this? (For example: TV
and radio mfg., retail shoe store, State Labor Dept,, farm)

. How much timie was lost ol’ng-'hol?

@ 1 [ Less than | day
2 |'_'j 15 days
371610 days
4[] Over [0 days
s {7} Don't know

o

® ®

For example, was a lock o window broken, clothing
damoged, or damage done to o car, ete.?

1 NG = SKIP to 200
2(C] Yes

190, Was ariything damaged but not token in this Incidem?

I

. (Was /were) the domaged item(s) repaired or roplaced?
@) 13 Yes - SKIP to 194
2 No

L LT

e, Were you ~ . '
t 7] An employes of o PRIVATE compuany, business o¢
~ individyal for wages, salary or commissions?
2 (O] A GOVERNMENT employes (Fedaral, State, county or local)?
3] SELF-EMPLOYED in OWN business, professianal
practice or farm?

4[] Working WITHOUT PAY in family business of farm?

-

What kind of work were you \loing? (For example: electrical
engineer, stock clerk, typist, farmer)

9- What were your most important octivities or duties? (For example;
typlng, keeping account books, selling cars, finlshing concrete, etc.)

o

. How much would it cosf to repdir or replace the

damaged item(s)?
} SKIP to 200

i‘E}VRIEFLY summarize this Incident or series
of incidents. .

CHECK
ITEM H

s
%] Don't know

d. How much was the repair of replacement cost?

@ X {7 No cost ot don’t know — SKIP to 20a

: y

Look at 12c on Incident Report, Is there an

CHECKX entry for ‘‘How many?™*
ITEM 1 [ Ne

[ Yes ~ Be sure you have an Incldent Repart
for each HH member |2 years of oge
or.over who was robbed, harmed, or
threatened In this Incident,

¢ Who paid or will pay for the repalis or replacement?
(Mork all that apply)

1 (7] Household member
2[] Landlord

3 7] Insurance

is this the last Incident Report to be
CHECK filled for this person? )
ITEM J {JNo - Go to-next Incident Report,
] Yes — Is this the Jast HH member
to be Interviewed?
[T No —.interview next HH member,
[ Yes — END ENTERVIEW, Enter
total pumber of Crime
Incident Repaorts filied for

this household in Item 13
on the cover of NCS-3,

FORM NCH-4 (0.22.73)

Page {6
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Survey inetruments

o

0.M.8. No. 41xR2662; Appraval Expires Mareh 31, 1977

law (Title 13, U5, Code)y It moy be seen only by sworn Census
employees and may be used only for sjatistical putposas,

1. IDENTIFICATION CODES

@ PSU b, Segment |c, Liné Nos |di Panel e DCC

i ihtervigvier g:_Total nuinber
codi

{2) In¢ident sheets

(1) Incidents

rorik CV8:101
NOTICE ~ Your report to the Census Bureau is eonfldential by | (et

5 DEPARTMENT QF COMMERCE

u
134 $OCIAL AND ECQNS'MC STATISTICS ADMIN;

UREAU CIF THE CENSUS

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY

CITY SAMPLE

answeting some questions for me.

INTRODUCTION .
Good moing (affernoon). - I'm Ms(s.) tyour namej.____. from the U,S. Biireau of the Census.
We are conducting a survey In this area to measure the exteny to which busidesses are victims of
burglaries and/or fobberies, The Government needs to know how much crime theie Is and where it is
to plan and administer programs which will have an impact on the crime problem. . You can help by

Pasy | - BUSINESS CHARACTERISTICS

2a, Is this establish
business?

1{7}Yes ~SKIP to3
2[7INo
b, How 1§ this business owned o operated?

17} Individual proptietorship

2 {7} Pattnership

[T} Government — Continue Inferview ONLY il
liguior 5tore or any lypa
ol transportation

4 {7 Other - Speclly7

owned or operated as. an Incorp

7. Did anyone eise opérate any degastments of
concessions of some other business activity
in this estabiishment during the: 12 month
periodending.__..~ ...~ .7
V [T} Yes™= List each dr.'pam}ienf, concession, or oflier
- business activity on'a separate line of
Secilon V of the segment fo{der, |f riot
already listed. Complate & sepatale
questiopnaire for each one that falls on
a sample lne.

2{")Ne

DO NOT ASK ITEM 8 UNTIL PART 1l AND ANY
INCIDENT REPORTS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED

3. Do you (the owner) operaté niore. than one astablishment?

t[7] Yes
2 {7} Mo

4. Did you {the owner) operate this esiablishment at
this tocation during the entire 12 month peyjod
ending ]

VT e

21" Na — How many months during -
H - the des'llyn:led perlod? Months

5, Extluding you (the owner){the partners) how
many paid employees did this establishment average
duting the 12 month period ending ?

+{"}None afJ8~19
27} 1-3 87120 or mare
37T 47

8, What were your approximate sales of mérchandise”
and/or recelpts from services at this sstablishment
foi the previous 12 months ending
(Estimate annual sales and/or teceipts if not in
business for eptire 12 monhs.

1 (] None

4] Under $)0,000
3[3810.000 t0 324,999

o [[] $35.000 16 $49,999

5 [} $50,000 (o $%9,994
{277 3100,000 o 3499,399
7] $500,000 to $999,999
# [} 51,000,000 and over
9 [} Other ~ Specity

INTERVIEWER USE ONLY

6a. What do you consider your kind of business

to be at this location?
OFFICE USE ONLY

b. Mark (X} one box
RETAIL MANUFACTURING
1 [7) Food € ] Durable
2 {71 Eating add dtinking F (L} Nondurable

3] General merchandise
’ REAL ESTATE

a7 Apparel ‘

8 {7} Furnlure and & [ Apartments
appliance H [] Othec real estate

&[] Lumber, hardware, . v
mobile home dealers | [ sERVICE

7 c:] Automotive

8 7] Drug and propriotary 4 3 BANKS

# {7} Liguor k [ TRANSPORTATION

& 7] Gasoline service

8 [ Other ratall

. WHOLESALE
¢ (] Durable

0 [[] Hondursbla.

stations LTI ALL OTHERS = SM”Vy .

92, Record of interview
(1)-Oate

(2) Name of respondent

{3) Title of respondent

(4} Telephone
——i

[El tension

Area :udal Number

b, Reasan lor non-interview
TYPE A

3 [] Present occupant Jn business at and of
survey perlod but unable to contact. -

2 [} Refusal and in business at end of survey period
3{ ] Other Type A — Sptclly-7

TYPED

4[] Prasent occupant not in business at end
of survey pariod.

5[] Vacant. of closed
¢ {T] Other Type B (Seasona), otc.) ~ Spﬂ:lly7
: ’

TYPEC

7 ] Occuping by nonlistable activisy
o [7] Demolished :

8 [C]) Other Type C = Spocliy,,

»

»

o
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‘Criminal Vielimlzatit:s Surveys In San Frenclaco

Part }f = SCREENING QUESTIONS

Now 1'd Iike to.a¢k soma quesifons abaut partivular kinds of theft of attempled Mift,

These questions reler only to f@ls establishment for:She 12 month poried beglanind

and anding

I

(. Qutlag this autlod did anyone break Intq or saie:
how lhmlly fet into this place of husiness?

. Numbet
$77% Yas oo HoW many {imys? —imieys
{FIY an Incldent Aeport for each)
27| He '

—

{Dther Thizn tae Incldenlis) Just mentionzd,) during this
period 414 apyone find o doot jimmled, a fock torced,
of by othit sfgus of an ATTEMPTED break-in?

4 Numbat
7] Yan ~ How many Hmes? cmmmmp

{Fiil an Incident Report for vach)
1™} No

18, Why hagert this establistment ever been lnsured 2psinst

burglary and/or robbery?

§ f7] Cunlin®t atford 1t

2 [ Caulda’t get nnybna to Tnsure you
3T Oudn'tnned it

4 [ Sell-lasured

5 {7} Promium tob expensiva

3 [T} Other = Spo’c‘:uyy

BT

Diulu this perlod were you, the owner, ot any
employee held up by anyone using 8 weapon,
fajce or theeat of force an these premises?

Number
14 vos = How many Hmes? e
(F1i1 afi ncident Report for sach)
37V Ne

-

(Other than the incident(s) already mentioned )

did anyone ATTEMPT to hold up you, the owner, or
any employee by using force or threatening to

hatm you while dn these premites?

l Number
1471 Yes = How riany times? e

{ET1 ah Incldent Report 1or edch)
2["INe

(Othes than the: incident(s} just mentioned,) during

this pesiod were you, the owaer, or sny employee held vp
while dellvering meichandise oi carrying business mojiey
outside the business?

e

) Number
t;  Yes ~ How many times? — s

{RIN an Ingident Repor| lof dach)
2, "No

'

o

{Ofher than the incident(s) fust mentioned,) did
anyane ATTEMPT to hald up you, the ownes, of any

19a, What securily measures,
If dny, ste prosent ot
this location now, to
gl:ltcl it agalnst
uiglary and/of robbery?

b When wete these
-Suturity measuies

Tirst Instatied
oF otharwise
undertaken?

Enter H;c" o
a riale code
Im%& {ist
given below:

a. Mark (%) all that apply

b‘ todss

V [T} Alatm system = suidide

TINRINE s (v ey asrsr et

2 {7} Genteal Alatm o vy cssnsnna

3} Reinlotcing. deyicas, suth
§s bars of Windows, 2fatey;
[ I

A{TYCuard, watchrian y cvaeraes

s jWatchdog civientnianss

S[TTPirearme v i riaan

T Comeradi v vaenaanien

BLTTMITION s sa v eevrntaann

LT T

A7) Comply with National
Banking At (Far
Baaks onlyl o sanvinaavn

B[ Other = Spacily 7

i

! Nons

employee while dellvevln% merchandise or catrying
business money oulside the bisiness?

Codes for use In ltem 19b

Number | LESs THAN I YEAR AGO
1 Yes ~ How many times? ——se- |1« Janusry 2~ July

TR0 Gn Ineidont Heport lae sach)
2 Ne

2 s this establishment lasured against burgulaiy and of
tobbery by means other than self-lnsurance?
L) Yes
2% "No

-

2 = Fabruary

8 - Auguat

3+ Mareh $ w Seprambet
4 - Apell A = Qciober

3« May B » Navember
6 ~ June G w Decamber

MORE THAN 1 YEAR

O = =3 yearsago
Lol

-0 years ago

F = Motd than S
yanrs age

- 1
At Dm'tkno;}smp fat17a

20. INTERVIEWER

Were there /0" Jncidents

1,° No~SKIP 1o 18
3 ,“_Dm‘; know ~ SKIP 10 192

b+ 01d the nsurance aluo cover ot typas of crime losses,
such as vandalism o shoplifting sad employes thott?
100
2[]Ne

. Did you drop the Insuiance = did the tompany cancat
your policy?

2 [ Insurance company cancelled palicy

U] Butinendman deopad &t 4y ayans } SKIP 10 {94

5, Does the Insurence alsc cover other types, of ctime lasses, CHECK (TEM reported In 10-151
such as vandalism or shoplifting and employee thelt? (7] Yus ~Delach Incident Reports,
Cre Ly o e 10
2, Ne SKIP 1o 194 coeitinue with [tem 8,

172, Has this astablishment ever beea insured agalnst [Z3 No=Enter number of incldenis
burglaty and or robbery by means ofher than é’&iifff'u.”if.’n%‘.’m’,b.':f
self-insuiance? Report,

V.Y Yeas NOTES

LA LU SRS RTINS DT 11N

Pege 2




| Survey Instruments 89

i
v
4 ’
— c”?o?: B, No, 41sR2662; Apptoval Enpires March 31, 1977
‘ SCRIGE THE ’DENY’F'CAT'QN BODES FAO N °I"|M Uiy DEPANTMENT OF GOMME
OF TNS COVER SHEET AND COMPLETEi SE,;A:AI;‘:‘M i eI RO 5C°"°"'C 'LAJ(“":&‘:;:“‘"EE‘!‘
| INGIDENT REPORT FOR EACH INGIOENT, INCIDENT REPORT !
< IDENTIFICATION CODE COMMERCIAL c'l'ﬁi \;ﬂv;:l!uﬂou SRvEY N
o, PSU b. Segment © Line Noi d; Panel |e, BCC [f Incident C
T QRETR A, |
B ecard which incident (1, 2, ete.}
i is_coversd by this po o
You sald that during the 12 months be o
sinning 1. Weie th
and onding h s you, the owner, o any employes injured In this E
9 pndtn dm lgl(:' )'0 screening questions Incident; seriously enough lo require madical sitention? N
) 1 lnt!"ujt.:onlh dl:ﬁlnll (clllld the first) Incident happen? V7Y Yo~ How many? o [Ny T
1 afiFes MTr ‘ p i‘:al: . %—3} Bov. 21N = 3KiP fo B0
3 7] Mar . 1 June o [0] Sapte e D«c: b H i
1. About what time did It happen? } ”::"T:'"z':":?.:; m"“ 'n ) . )
(] 2«»1!:\; lh-‘duy {6 murme < 6 pum) o et €
t night (€ pume & & aumi) =
L P antant 8 ?nl‘ '!h:"l:l recaiving troalment in or out of a hospital, did P )
= M ness pay for Any of the medical aupenses ool 4]
P Lt - coveied dy & jegutar health denatits program? =
8 [7] Don't kriow 117} Yer ~ How much R »
} T, Whore did ths Tncident lake piace? ‘ e e ' i
1 [T} Auihis place of business e
1[] On delivery ! m Darn't know
3 {7} Enrouts o bank -
4 5] Other — Specity %, Dld]lny deaths occuf a8 a result of this incident?
4, Were you, the awner; af any employe 1y
lﬂg%nl was oceuring? pamplapes massad niie this 2L Mo - SKIP 1o 150
e 4 . )
; 5. Who was billed? ‘ °
Tl K y ¢. How man
' S Dot 4 (k1) a1 a1 sopi) "
. t{"19 saasvasaune
5, Did the patson holding you up have & weapon or something (f e o
hl v;n used a3 2 weapon, such 35 & bottle of wiench? {1 Bmployeas s usussinrsenes
1Y%
11'}No sKip 1o 6o JETHCUMIMAS v v nairianes
) a L]
X l'i:: Ton'( know 4 VInniocent bystonder{s) ¢ s u sy v
¢ What was the wedpon? #1% 1 Often :
it o FOflendetlsle s u s saarivvsa |
2] Knife 4 TPolicéy s s aiannas k
" {1 Other ~ Specity e
‘ — 7{7 i Othat » Specily:
0w many persons were involved In conumlu the ctime? 7
1 £*1 One — Continue with 64 telow
2[7} Two
1{7} Three SKIP to 6 5
‘E1 Theee mn} to be SKIP to 150
4 {7 Oon't know =
£7] Oon't bnow = SKIP (0 70 H, g‘l‘d.m :llnﬂde= entot, attempt to enter, or remain in this
. How 31d would you say the faisen war? haent Healy?
1£*] Undes 12 W[4 18420 bive
{71314 ST or over TNo
A{7y18=17 ] Don't knaw deonllnw. use of
<. Was the porson male ot lemale? i 0“7: S“g}?ﬂggm‘_,i:'xm nont
1T pzie number, chinge the answors 10 acr‘onln"gug':llfoml yo 15
s Pt Shipe e bt o e T e e o
3 0] Dont know are rey 'nd fetwn fi
= . S e e o
; %:;:::; 11, Di¢ m otfender(t) actuatly get In & Just by to get In?
SCI0M0? nspectty . pOKIFIOTe e
« (51 on's koo 2" Just (2ind 1o get In
0. How old would you say Ide youngest person was 12, Was thare a bioken window, broken lock, #lirm, or any
T Ut iy 1 othr evidence tht (e altender(s} torced (iried to force)
2 H ::-:4 #1712V of ovee = SKIP to 69 / s el way In?
15 18=17 {71 Bon't know LSRR
- 1. How oid would you say the oidect paraon was} {1 Ne ~ SKiP to 14
1 5} Under 12 o[T11e-30 3
£ 2ot SETA1 o gusr 13, What was the evidence? imark alt inat apply)
. W) I8-17 & Pon't khow £ 1" Beoken lock or window
g, Neie they mafe of fennle? - 1{7% Forcad door
:E]I:‘I'I \’f“l" ) E‘"-h and temale ! 1 {7 Aatm SKIP fo 13 ’ h
amate 4[] Don*t know ' e
n. Wars they ~ IO - el
L] Only white? 14, Mow dd the offendarls) get in (t
(Gt et b {8) §ob in (try to get in)?
L7 Theough unlocked doat ur window
3 ] Onty oiher? - Specity . {73 Hed a ke
«7) Some combinathnd - Spwelty o ) ;
8 {7] Oon't know o Otm - Seectty
] 4[] Oon’t know

Page




84

Criminal Victimization Surveys In San Francleco

v

INCIDENT REPORT = Continuad

15a, Was anything damaged bul not taken ji this Incldeat? For
example, 2 lock ot windew broken, damaged merchandise, ete.
171 Yes
21 No = SKIP lo 168

b, Was (were) the damaged iem(s) repaitéd or replaced?

184, Did you, the owner, o any employee here [ose any iine
tiom work because of this Incident? [

$ {71 Yes «~ How many people? <
2151 No = SKIP 0 19a

it ]

VT Yes - SKIP 10 150
2[}Ne

¢. How much would It cost to repair or replace the damages?

{Estimate
! } SKIP to 150

b, How many work days wére lost altogether?
171 Lesy than § day
2{"} (=5 days
1T 6-10 days [Gays
o[} Over 10 days ~ How many? —e—s-
3 [7] Don't know

s
d, How much did it cost {o repair of replace the damages?

x [} Don'y knaw
s ]

v {TINo tast — SKIP 0 tha
& [ ton'tAnow

¢, Who paid o7 will pay for the repalrs. or replacement?
(Matk (X) a)l that apply)
1) This business
2 {7} Insurance
¥ {2} Owner of Duilding tlandlord)
«[) Othet — Specity
3{7) 0o't knew

192, Were any secucity measures taken aftet this incident (o
protect the establishment from fulure incidents?

1 ves
{7 No = SKIP to 204

b Whal ineasures were taken?
{Mark (X} al} that apply)
1 {71 Alntm sy stet = outside ringing
2.{7] Contraf atarm

3 [[] Reinforcing davices, grates, gates,
bars on window, ete.

163, Did the ollendet&s) toke any monéy? (Exclude money
belonging to customers or store personnel)

F) ves ~ What was ihe
{i'! "7 ot valel——n 8 .
TN *

4 ] Guard, watchman
U [} Wateh dog

€[} Firearms

7[2} Cameras

b, D14 the ottendet(s) lake any merchandiss, equipment of
supplies? (Exclude personal properly be‘onmln: to
customets or slore personnel.)

TY¥gs = Whal was the N
Vo total valua? ——m § '

2{ [ No = SRIP fa 17a il answer fo 16a
Is yes; otheswise SXIP to 183

8 {7 Mirrors
9 (7] Lockn
AT Othet ~ Spoml,'.;

202, Was this Incldent reported 1o the police?

¢, How was the valde detirmined?
{7 1 Ouenat gast
2{° 1 Replatement cast
31{7] Other = Specily

{1 Vet « SKIP 021
27T Ne

172, How muth, 1 any, of the stolen money and/or p:oéeyty
was fecovared by [nsurance?

$ .
v {1 Nene = Why nol?
L{21 Ouin't tepiary iy
2{"] Ocer nit have insutaice
3 [T Nt settlad yet
4 [71 Policy has a dedugnible
) s [} Morsey and/or marchandise was retovered
*x {73 Don't knave

b, What was. the reason this Incldent was nol.yeported
to the police?

{Mark {X) alf tha! appty)

1{"" Polica atready knew of the incident
2! Nothing toults be done « Jack af prost
37 0id not think 1t Tmpanant éncugh

4.7 Did net want te bother police

31" Did not wank to take the time

617 Did not want (o get Invelved

117 Abrvid of represat

b. Haw miich, It any, of the slolen money and/or property
was fecovared by means other than insurance?

s (]

v {7} None
%11 Dot koww 5KIP to 18a

23,1 Hepocted 1o samaene elae
9 {7 Other —smcaly..;.

INTERVIEWER N 1s this the last Incident

>

. By what measis was the stolen money and. of
.« Property tetovered?

[ Patige
27} Other « Specily

CHECK ITEM Reépati to be completed?

£ Yeu = Anfuin lolpage 1 amf
complelé ilems 19°2),
8, 9, ond end initervigw,

{7 No ~ FHF the nuxt Ingident
Reporte

NOTES

¥
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Survey Instruments

TRANSCRIBE THE IDENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1
OF THE COVER SHEET AND COMPLETE A SEPARATE
INGIDENT REPORT FOR EACM INCIDENT,

[t 11

FoRm CVS.101 Uis, ORPART
£l S0CIAL ARD ECONE:.Q‘C(!YA‘H!V)CS ADMIN

o2

MENT OF COMMERCE
AU UF THE CRRAUY

IDENTIFICATION CODE

INCIDENT REPORT

COMMERCIAL CRIME VICTIMIZATION SURVEY
CITY SAMPLE

a, PSU by Segment <+ Line Nou

di Panel e DCC

b Insident INCIDENT NUMBER
Record which ineldeni (1, 2, ofc:)
Is covered by this page

You sajd.thal during the 12 months beginiing ..
N NAINE soiorrsmiy {10181 [0 SCrORING Quastions
1015 tor daseription of ctime),

o In what month did this (did the tiist) tncident happan?

14"} Jan, Y Apral 17} July A} Octe
2["] Feb, 8§ May a [T} Aug. 8 [} Novs
{7 Mty &[7) juna $ (7] Septe el 0

2 About what {ime ¢id It happen?
LY During the day 16 aum, = 6 pomi)
At night {4 pume =~ 6 dima)
2{™) 6 b ~ Midnight
3 [T Midnight = & aym,
41"} Don'L know what time bt night
s {7 Bon't knaw

7a. Were you, the owner, or any empluyee injured In this
Incident, sertously enougi to require medical attention?

{77 Yes = How many? coinecope [Numbar
2] No — SKIP o 92

b, How many of them stayad In a Number
hospital overnight or fongar?

3. Where did this Incident take place?
V{71 At this place of busipass
2§71 O delivery

{77} Enroute to bank *

4{7] Othet - Specily

8. 01 those receiving lreatmeni In or cut of & hosplial, did
this business pay for any of the medicél expenses not
covered by a regular health benetits program?

1 {77 Yos ~ How much
i was paid?  $ . f .
1{T)No o

1{7} Oon't know

“~mOTMR

4. Were you, the owner, or any amployes prasent white ihls
Incident was occurlng?

VT Yes
2{]Na = SKIP to 10
5[] Don't kngw

52, Did the person holding you up have 3 waagon o5 something
that was used as s weapon, such a3 a Gottle or wiench?

1[2] Yes
171 Ne
31{7] Don't kriow SKIP to 6e

b. What was:the weapon?
117 Gun
217 Knite
3 {7 Other = Specity

63, Kow many persons were {rvolved in committing Lhe crime?
4[] Ona « Gonlinua with 8b below
17} Twe
3{"1 Three
1 Four ot more
t17] Dan't knaw = SKIP 16 72

SKiP to 6e

9a, Did any deaths occur 83 a result of this incigent?
V[0 Yes

{7} No =~ SKIP to 150

b, Who was kijled?
(Ma7k (X) all that apply)

¢, How many?

P C1Owner(s) v wereriiinans

2( }Emoloyaen s i ivasenneens

A} Customers s vv s rvarson

&[T} Innocent dystandet(3) v vy v v e

s{T)OMender{s) s v v vserrrneran

€[] Policei s isrnncivrren

7{7] Other — Spcclfy.7

SKIP 1o 150

b, How ofd wauld you ‘,.y the person wasl

1§71 Under 12 Afo118-20

i ele 3§71 of vver

A7 1517 & {7} Don't know
. Was the person male of lemale]

V7 Male

217} Female
317} Don't know

10, Old the pifender enter, atiempt to entes, or temaln in this
establishment Hegally?

1Tl Yes =
1(’:}1‘407

Discoplinue use of Incident Report, Enter at the top of
this sheet 'Oyt of Scopo—Larceny,” erase incident
pumber, change the ahswers to screening questions 1015,
change number ol Incidents in item Ig(lg. page 1, and go
on (o the riext teported | “if po other ol

are (epor(ed, refuen. to page 1 and complete items 19(2)

8, end 9 énd end (he Interview,

d. Was he (she) ~
LT White?
20 Blaeh?
217" Other? - Spoaity
457 Don't know

SKIP to 7a

11, Did the oltender(s) actusily get in or just try to ged in?
{21 Acrually got in
27} Just tijad 1o get in

[ e How old would you say the youngest bmon was?

1 {77} Under 12 o] 1820
2] 2l §§.] 20 or over = SKIP 16 6§
[T 1817 «]7} Don't know

£} Under 12 af7]118=20
11204 5[] 20 o over
1[318=17 6] Don't kriow

1, How old would you say the oldest parson was?
f
2

12, Was thers a bioken window, broken lock, alarm, or any
other svidence that the alfender(s) forced nmé 10 fosce)
his (their) way in?
12} Yo

2 {TINe ~ SKIP to 14

€. Were they male or female?
VEST AN inale I3[ Male and female
27 Al tamate o[} Don’t knaw

13, What as the evidence? (mark all 1nat apply)
¥ [) &eoken lock of window
1 [[] Forced deoe
3] Alarm
[T) Other ~Speclty o B

SKiP to 15e

h. Wete they -~
1 271 Only white?
2 {75 Only black?’
* 3] Only other? - Specity

o7} Some combination? - Specity

8 ] Bon't know

L4, How did the oftexder(s) gat in (try o got in)?
1 ] Through uniockad doer or windew
2 Had a key
s ] Othat ~ Speciiy

4[] Don't know

gy

o

=
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INCIDENT REPORY ~ Continued

nything damaged but not taken in this lncident? For
example; a Jock or winduw broken, damaged merchandise, etc.
t [ Yes
#[JNo = SKIP to 108

18a. Did yoi, the owne, or any employee hare lose any lime
from work because of thit Incideal? ooy

1 [7] Yos ~ How many people? ~<—s-
27 No = SKIF 10 19

b. Was (were) the damaged ilem(s) rapaiied or replaced?
t [T) Yos « SKIP (0 180
[ Ne

¢, How much woald It cost to repair of replace the damages?

(Estimte)
' } SKiP (0 150

$

x [] Bon't kt}ow )
d. How much did il cost to tepals or replace (ke damages?
$ ) N

v {7} ¥o cost ~ SKIP to 168
* [] Den't know

b, How many work days were lost altogethes?
t ] Less chan | day
2] 4~ days
1 (7] 6=10 days ' Days
4[] Gver 10 days — How many? i
$ ) Oon't know

. Who paid or will pay for the repairs or repiscement?
Atk (X) all that apoly)
1-{] This businaus
2] Inswance
-3 ] Ownee ot Building (landiord)
&[] Other — Speciiy, .
8] Oon't know

16a. DId the offsnder(s) take any money? (Exciude money
belonging to customers or store personael)
V] ves - What was the
total valus? — $
[ Ne

b. Oid the oftende:(s} take any hand
uppiies? (Exclude p | pioperty bel
_ customers dr store pertonnel.) |
T[] Yas = What was the
tota! valee? ——- 3

2 [} Mo «SKIP 10 178 If answer to 108
s yos; olherwize SKIP to 16a
N

192, Were any securily mastures taken afier (his incidint to
protect the establishmen) from future Incidents?

1 [C] Yes
2[7] No ~ SKIP to 20a

b, What measures were taken?
(aik (x} a1l that apply}
1 [ Alarm sysvém — cutslde ringing
2] Central slarm

3 Ralnforcing devices, grates, gotes
) bare on window, clc: R

4[] Guard, watchman
¢ [T} Watch dog

${°) Firearma

7] Canieras

8 ) Mierors

o[ ]Lochs

A [ Other -s;»cily7

202, Was this Incident reported o the pollce?

¢, How was IDQ Lnln determined?
t (3 Ovlllnu]":nn
2] Replecement cost
3 Q Other — Specity

1[[]Yes ~SKIP 10 21
1[N

b, Whot was the reasoa this (scident was not reported

17a. How much, if any, ol the stolen money and/or propesty
was recovered by insurance?

- B

v [} None Wiy sot?

t ] Oidn*t repoit It

4[] Ooes not have insurance

2 [] Not settied yet

4 () Policy has s deduciible

8 ] Moniey and/or merchandise was fecovered
x [T} Oon't knew

ta the police?

(Mark (X) all that apply)}

1 (% Police alrendy knaw of ihe inésdent

i {*) Nuthing ¢ould be done « {ack of proof
3 {7 Did not think 1t Important snough
4[] 0id not want 16 bother petice

8 [7] 0id not wani to take the time

€[ Did not want to gat invelved

721 Ateaid of reptisal :

b. How much, If iny, of the Siolen money snd/or property
wap recovased by means olhar than insurance?

.

v (] None
% [T} Oon't knnw} SKIP to 182

17 Re otted lo.someone ¢lve

o Olh-é\\iewclly.7
=

21, INTERVIEWER K s this the last Incident

¢. By what mezns was {he 3tolen money and/or
groparty recovered?

CHECK ITER Report 10 be completed?

{7 Yes = Relvin to page 1 and
cumpiete items 19(2),

1 (] Police ) 8, 9, end end inferview,
¢ ] Other — Specity {No h;";ﬁo'f:f pext incioent
NOTES
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Survey lns!mm‘nh L -/

“ ) O.M,8, No, 41:R26621 Approvel Expires March 31, 1977

) roni G101 L U8 OEPARTMENT OF COMMENCE
TRANSCRIAE THE IRENTIFICATION CODES FROM ITEM 1 {Usiun $841AL AND KCONDMIC STATISTICS ADMIN,
OF THE COVER SHEET AND. COMPLETE A SEPARATE INCIDENT REPORT ! ]
INGIDENT ACH INGIDENT. ; \
NT REPORT FOR BAGH INGIDENT _ COMMERGIAL CRIMI VICTIMIZATION SURVEY N
{DENTIRICATION CODE CITY sANPLE ¢
a PSU | b Segment | & Uina No. | 4. Panel Je, OCC |h “\:‘l"'" INCIDENT NUMBER !
: Record which incldent (1, 2; eic.)
. ts covered by this page ) o
Yaou sald that during the 12 months beginning ... Ta, Ware you, the owner, of any employes injured in this E
& and ending {iotor to Ing questi incident, seriously enough to reawire madica) aitention? N
10=15 for description of crime). :
1. In what month did this (did the Hist) Incident happen? + L) yor = How many? T
V(CHehe e D] Al 1] July A [} 0ch 1 [) No = SKIP to.0a
[} Feby 9 {7) May o [ Aut. o (7] Nov, -
37 Mans o (0] June 9] %ty ¢ (] Dec, b, How many of them stayed In o Numbet R
2, Aboul what tims Qi It hupm?‘ ~ hospitat overnlght of fonger? E
1 '] Ouring the dey (& a.m. ~ 6 pme) -
= At rn?:m (:s e = o’?..m.) 8, Of these racelving treatment in ot out of & hospital, did P .
136 pum. ~ Midnight thin business pay for eny of the medical eapenses net 0
3 (] Midnight = & eumy covered by & regular haalth benefils program? R
4} Don't know what time at night 41 Yas < Hew mugh
8 (2] Don't ey S = raspaid? 8 . . T
3. Whaie did this Incident take place? 2 [TINe
LI7] Al this plice of business 3 73 Oon'i know
1{;]0n ocl!\-nyh X
H Entoute (o banl ¢
3 ! E} e Somtity %, ?Iéa:y. .‘ll'hl oceur a8 & jesult of this Incidant? k
F 44 Were you, the awney, or any employde present white this 2[7J No = SKIP fo 18a
, Inclduant was occuring?
, 1) Yos b, Who was killed? ¢, How many?
| 2[5} No —SKIP to 10 (Matk () all that apply)
3 (] Don't knaw . YL OWners) suvvsicisareins
Sa, 01d the persor. holding you up have a weapon of something . .
thal was used as 8 weapon, Gusitas 4 bottle or wrench? ? [:] Employams s vuvvrvoaniriil
[mih ) 3 ) Customers sy s i ki vvaiie
1) Ne $KIP Jo 6 :
| 3 ) Doh't knsw o 0s 4 [J Innocent brstander(s) 4 4 1410
B b, What was the weapon? s ) Offander(8) e s v iiavavnnsn
. :[C%z‘\;‘h I Policds s snncsvivivarvinn
p 3 {Z] othet ~ Specily : 7 (2] Other = Spocily—y
: 6. How many persons were involyed in commiiting the crime? o
1 (] One — Continue with 80 balow 4
1 Twa
s 3 [:; Thee }sKIP to te SKIP 10 15a_
471 Fout of mate, p g
S b , 10. Ofd thv oftender enter, attenpt to enter, or remain s this
v + [} Don't hnow = SKIP fo 7a ( astablishmmnt iagatly? =
b, How old weuid you say the parson was? [ ves
1) Under 12, 182 1N
1§71 1214 3[712) or aver [Jne
3[4 1ge7 ¢ ['] Bon*t know Discentinue wae of ncident Report, Enter at ihe fop of .
ihia sheet *'Out of Siope~Larceny,' erase incicent \\
¢« Was the person male or female? aumber, change the answers (o lcmnlni Quostions 10-18,
§ P 1Male change number of Incidents In item Tg(1 1, and go
: 117 Female e ey O sy W coooere aee oes
] f:_‘} Don't know 8 amfg' mJ and (he Interview,
K ¢ r;:]h;h(!::;) = 11, DId the oitender(s) actunily get in ot jest try to gat (a?
* 2 [ Black? XIP 107 1 [ ActuaHy goi'in
1 31 Othee? ~speelly o SKIP 10 78 2 [ Just tried to got In
*] Gon't know
B €1 e 12, Was ihere o bioken window, braken lock, alsim, o1 sny
i " 0, How old would you say (he youngest person waa? other avidance that the offendsr(s) lerced mh‘ te fosen)
; ¥ [ Undes 12 Ay 18-20 ) ) Mg (their) way in?
‘ 4 112l (5] 2 or ovet = SKiP 10 6g VET ves .
AT 1817 03] Ban*t know £ e < SKIP 10 14 B
Lo <ot o
A {s How old would you S0y the oléest person wes?
§ 1Y Undee 12 6] 1820 12, What was the e . U apply)
lg:l. Undwe \\‘L‘Jn N ) ! t was the evidence? (Mark alf ppat )
IEYIS-17 [T Don'Lhnow 1 0 Brokan Jack o windew o
! 5 Ware they male o femsje? 1 [ Forcad doer NP 10 18
b L0 Al mate 3 (] Mate end lemale 3 (T3 Aleem
1 [F) All temata %] Don't knaw ¢ [7) Ocher ~ Spacity
P h :"[:_'] g’:(' aite? ‘ v |16, How di€ tha oftantar(s) got fa (ty to got Ia)? "
‘f 10 Oaly () 1 ) Thvough unlecked doer or window
o 3 ] Oaly olher? = Specily 2{7) Hed o ey
: « (7] Some-combination? - Specity 3 ] Othar = Specity "
{0 Don't-bnaw " ‘4[7] Oon't knew /\‘B
. . 5
) Page 7
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Y

D

= ey mepe— -

" INCIDENT REPORT

« Continved

example, a lock or window broken, damaged merchandise, etc.
VY Yes
2[7]Na = SKIP 10 160

b, Was {were) the damiged item(s) repaired of replaced?

153, Was anything damaged bul nof taken io this incldent? For 1182, D1d you the owner, of any emyloyee here lose any \ime |

from work because of this Incident? Niwoer

§£]¥es - How many people? ——sgll
2[71Na = SKIP 13 19 \)>

3] Yes ~ SKIR 10 15d
= [7}Ne

¢, How much would It cost to TBpalr or replace the damages?
s ——

{Estimate)
SKIP 1o (5
% [} Don't hrow

b, How many wotk days were lost altogether?

1{ {Less than | day

27T b5 dayy

I3[} 610 days Daps e——
A Over 10 days = How many? ———s
8 {7} Don’*t know

s

Al How much did J§ cost o repalt or replace tite damages?
s @]

V{7 ] No cost = SKIP to 164
A [7] Bon't kinaw

e, Who paid or Will pay for the repairs or replacement?’
{Mark (X) all that apply)
1 {7] This budtness
2 {7} Insurence -
3 7] Ownet of Building (lontlord)
4 {71 Othet = Speaity
$ {7 Don't know

164, Did the oflender(s) take any money? YExclude money
belenging to customers ot sjore peisonnet) L

es — What s
i M)
zd}] Na

b, D/d the offendes(s) take any merchandise, equipment or
suppleas? (Exclude personal propeity belonging to
customers or store personnel.) i

i
t17 res < What was the
total vaiue? s v
#[7}No ~SKIP 10 170 1f answer fo.16a

192, Wate any securlty measutes taken after this Incidenl to

b, What measures were tiken?

protect the establishment lrom fulvre Tncidents?
1{7} Yes
271 No = SKIP 10 20a

(Mark {X) all that apply)

1 {71 Alarm spstem « oytside snging
27} Centrat alarm

3 [} Rentorcing dovices, grates, gates,
" bats an window, utts

4171 Guard, watehman
$ 17} Watgh doy

6 {1 Fitanims

7{7{ Cameras

8 {7 Mirrors

9" ILocks

A[71Other - Snamly.?

Is yos; otherwise SKIP to 183

&, How was Lhe value determined?
{7} Onginat cost
% [T} Replacement cost
E] (:} Other = Specily

17a, How much, it any, of the sivlen mo’}]'ey and/ot property
was jecovered by Insurance?
s 4 N
V™ Nane = Why not?_,

V7 Do’ report it

2 {71 Dacs not have insurance

3.} Not settled yet

i[7{ Polity hax o deducrible

517 Matiey and/or merchandise was tacovered

% {773 Don't know v

i

b. How much, It any, of the stolen money and/or propérty .
was reccvered by means other than Insutance?

s )
v [ Nene

203, Was this Incident reparted 19 1he palice?

b, What was the reason this fnclden{ was not repoiled

171 Yis = SKIP to 21
2{"1No

to the police?

{Mark (X all that apply}

117 Police aleeady knew of thi inGident
2777 Nothing could be dong = lack of proot
317 Qud not think it imporcant encugh
41"} Did nat want to bather police

5 |7 Dud not wane ta take the tune

671 Did not want to gt involved

7 [ Atreud of tepnsat

8 [71 Reported to someone else

31 Othat = Specily

xmuon‘(know} SKIP ta.18a 21,

¢, By what rieans was the stolen money and/or
property recovered?

1 {7} Palice N
2{7)} Other = Spocily .

INTERVIEWER
CHECKITEM

Is this the last Incident
Repory to be cotmpleted? N
Yes = Haturo 16 pagé 1 and
G complele mms 192},
8, 9, and end Interview,

[T1H6 ~ Full the next meident
Heporl,

NUTES

N/
IS
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APPENDIX Ii

HOUSEHOLD SURVEY
Technical information
and standard error tables

With respect to crimes against persons and
households, survey results contained in this publica-
tion are based on data gathered during carly 1974
from persons residing within the city limits of
San Francisco, including those living in certain
types of group quarters, such as dormitories, room-
ing houses, and religious group dwellings. Non-
residents of the city, including foreign visitors, did
not fall within the scope of the survey. Similarly,
crewmembers of ' merchant vessels, Armed Forces
personnel living in military barracks, and institu-
tionalized persons, such as correctional facility
inmates, werc not under consideration. With these
exceptions, all persons age 12 and over living in
units designated for the sample werc’cligible to
be interviewed.

Each interviewer's first contact with a unit
selected for the survey was in person, and, if it was
not possible to sccure interviews with all eligible
members of the household during the initial visit,
mtervlews by telephone were permissible thercafter,
The only exemptions to the requirement for personal
interview applied to 12- and 13-year-olds, incapaci-
tated persons, and individuals who were absent from
the household  during the entire field intervicw
period; for these persons, interviewers were required
to obtain proxy responses from a knowledgeable
adult member of the houschold. Survey records were
processed and weighted, yielding results representa-
tive both of the city’s population as’a whole and
of sectors within society. Because they arc based on

a sample survey rather than a compiete enumeration,

the results are estimates.

7
Sample design and:size o s
The basic frame from which the sample was

~ drawn for the National Crime Survey household

survey in San Francisco was the complete housing
inventory for the city, as determined by the 1970

e At oieiia

Census of Population and Housing. For the purpose
of sample sclection, the city’s housing units were
distributed among 105 strata on the basis of various
characteristics. Occupied units, which comprised
the majority, were grouped into 100 strata defined
by a combination of the following characteristics:
type of tenure (owned or rented); number of
household members (five categories); household in-
‘come (five categories); and -race of head of
household  (white - or nonwhite). Housing = units
vacant .at the time of the Census were assigned to
an additional four strata, where they were distributed
on the basis-of rental or property value. Further-

more, a single stratum incorporated group quarters.

- To account for units built after the 1970 Census,
a sample was drawn, by means of an. independent
clerical operation, of permits issued for the construc-
tion of residential housing within the city. This
enabled the proper representation in the survey of
persons occupying housing built after 1970,

A total of 11,695- housing units in San Fran-
cisco was designated for the sample. Of these,
1,464 were visited by interviewers during the
survey period but were found to be vacant, demol-
ished, converted to nonresidential use, temporarily
occupied by nonresidents, or otherwise ineligible
for the survey. At an additional 453 units visited by
interviewers it was impossible to conduct inter-
views because the occupants could not be reached
after repeated calls, did not wish to participate in
the survey, or were unavailable for other reasons.
Thus, interviews were taken with the occupants of
9,778 housing units, and the rate of participation
among units qualified for interviewing was 95.6
percent. Participating units were occupied by a
total of 18,632 persons age 12 and over, or an
average of 1.91 residents of the relevant ages per
unit. Interviews were conducted with 18,410 of
these persons, resulting in a response rate of 98.8
percent among eligible residents.

=
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Estimation procedure

Data records generated by survey interviews
~were assigned two sets of final tabulation weights—
one for crimes against persons, and another for
crimes against households. For interviews conducted
at housing units selected from the Census housing
inventory, the following clements determined the
final weights: (1) a basic weight, reflecting the
selected unit’s probability of being included in the
sample; (2) a factor to compensate for the sub-
sampling of units, a situation which arose in instances
where the interviewer discovered many more units

- at the sample address than had been listed in the - criminal act was defined as having been experienced

decennial Census; (3) a within-household noninter-
view adjustment, appliéd solely in‘ tabulating crimes
“against persons, to account for situations where at
“least one but not all eligible persons in a household
were interviewed; (4) a household noninterview
adjustment to account for households qualified to
participate in the survey but’ from which an inter-
yiew was not obtained; and (5) a household ratio
estimate factor for bringing estimates developed
from the sample of 1970 housing units into
adjustment with the complete Census count of
such units,

The houschold ratio estimation procedure was
a key step, for it achieved a reduction in the extent
of sampling variability, thereby reducing the margin
of error in the tabulated survey results, Tt also com-
pensated for the exclusion from each stratum of any
households that already were included in samples
for certain other Census Burecau programs. The
procedure was not applied to interview records
gathered from residents of group quarters or of units
constructed after the Census.

‘‘‘‘‘ “In producing estimates of personal incidents
(as opposed to those of personal victimizations),
a further weighting adjustment was required in those
cases where the basic unit of tabulation was an
incident involving more than one person, thereby
allowing for the probability that such incidents had
more than one chance of coming into the sample.
Thus, ifdtwo persons were  victimized during the
same incident, the weight assigned to the record for
that incident (and associated characteristics) was
reduced by one-half in order not to introduce
double counts in the tabulated data. When a

personal crime was reported in the household survey
as having occurred simultaneously with a com-
mercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed that
the incident was represented in the commercial
survey, ‘and, therefore, it was not counted as an
incident of personal crime. However, the details of
the ouicome of the event as they related to the
victimized individual would be reflected in the house-
hold survey results,

For household crimes, the final weight con-
sisted of all steps described above except the third.
In the household sector, victimizations and incidents
are synonymous, since each distinctly separate

by a single household. Thus, the concept of multi-
household incidents was inapplicable, and an ad-
justment comparable to that made in the personal
sector to account for multiperson incidents was
unnecessary,

In performing the estimation procedure that
yielded the results appearing in this publication,

~ there was no adjustment for bringing the survey-

derived estimates into accord with any independent,
post-Census estimates of the city population. Subse-
quent to the initial processing of survey results,
however, estimates were calculated of the size of the
rclevant population. These estimates indicate that
an undercoverage amounting to about 5.6 percent
of the rclevant population occurred in the 1974
survey of San Francisco households. As a result,
population figures that serve as bases for rates of
victimization for crimes against persons understated
the size of the population, and victimization and
incident counts for crimes against persons also were
too low. In order to bring cstimates in this report
into accord with this post-Census estimate, popula-
tion control figures and levels of victimizations and
incidents for crimes against persons should be in-
creased (multiplied) by a ratio estimate factor of
1.056493. However, all relative figures—namely
personal victimization rates and other data on per-
sonal crimes expressed in percentages—appearing
on the data tables remain unaffected by the applica-
tion of an independent population estimate, as the
adjustment factor is applicable to both the numera-
tors and denominators usedq‘i:\\computing such
figures. Furthermore, the adjustmeht _is not appli-
cable to data on household crimes.



Reliability of estimates

As previously noted, statistical data contained
in this report are estimates. Despite the precautions
taken to minimize sampling variability, the estimates
are subject to errors arising from the fact that the
sample employed in conducting the survey was only
one of a large number of possible samples of equal
size that could have been used applying the same
sample design and selection procedures. Estimates
derived from differént samples may vary somewhat;
they also may differ from figures obtainable if a
complete census had been taken using the same
schedules, instructions, and interviewers.

The standard error of a survey estimate is a
measure of the variation among estimates from all
possible samples and is, therefore, a gauge of the
precision with which the estimate from a particular
sample approximates the average result of all pos-
sible samples. The estimate and its associated
standard error may be used to construct a confidence
interval, that is, an _interval having a prescribed
probability that it would include the average result
of all possible samples. The average value of all
possible samples may or may not be contained in any
particular computed interval. The chances are about
68 out of 100 that the survey estimate would differ
from the average result of all possible samples by
less than one standard error. Similarly, the chances
are about 90 out of 100 that the difference would be
less than 1.6 times the standard error; about 95 out
of 100 that the difference would be 2.0 times the
standard error; and 99 out of 100 chances that it
would be less than 2.5 times the standard ertor. The
68 percent confidence interval is defined as the range
of values given by the estimate minus the standard
error and the cstimate plus the standard error; the
chances are 68 in 100 that a figure from a complete

~census would fall within that range. Likewise, the

95 percent confidence interval is defined as the esti-
mate plus or minus two standard errors. Standard
errors applicable to data on crimes against persons
and households are presented at the end of this
Appendix, preceded by instructions on their use.

In addition to sampling error, the ecstimates
presented in this report-are subject to so-called non-
sampling error, Ma,u sources of such error are
rclated to the ability of respondents to recall victimi-
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zation experiences - and associated - details -that oc-
curred during the 12 months prior to the time-of

interview. Research-on the capacity of -victims to -

recall specific kinds of crime, based on interviewing

persons who were victims of offenses drawn from

police files, indicates that assault is the least well
recalled of the crimes measured by the National

Crime Survey program. This may stem in part from o

the observed tendency of victims not to report
crimes committed by offenders known to them,
especially if they are relatives. In addition, it is
suspected that, among certain societal groups, crimes
that contain the elements of assault are a-part of
everyday life and, thus, are simply forgotten or
are not considered worth mentioning to a survey
interviewer, Taken together, these recall problems
may result in a substantial understatement of the
“true” rate of victimization from assault.

Another source of nonsampling error related to
the recall capacity of respondents involves telescop-
ing, or bringing within the appropriate 12-month
reference period victimizations that occurred earlier
—or, in a few instances, those that happened after
the close of the period. Unlike the national sample
of the National Crime Survey program, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding procedure
to minimize this source of nonsampling error, and
the magnitude of telescoping has not been de-
termined. :

Methodological research undertaken in prepara-

tion for the National Crime Survey program indi-
cated that substantially fewer incidents of crime are

reported when one houschold member reports for
all ‘persons residing in the household than when
cach household member is interviewed individually,

Therefore, the self-response procedure was adopted
as a general rule; allowances for proxy response

“under the contingencies discussed earlier are the only
.exceptions to the rule.

Additional nonsampling crrof can result from
incomplete or erroneous responses, systematic. mis-
takes introduced by interviewers, and improper

coding and processing of data. Many of these

L

crrors would also occur in a complete census

Quality control measures, such as interviewer obser.
vation, with retraining and reinterviewing, as appro-
priate, as well as edit procedures in the field. and at

the clerical and computer processing stages, were
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.utilized to keep such errors at an acceptably low

level. As calculated for this survey, the standard

s errors partially measure only those nonsampling

errors arising from random response and inter-
viewer errors; they do not, however, take into ac-
count any systematic biases in the data.

Concerning the reliability of data from the house-
hold survey, it should be noted that estimates based
on about 10 or fewer sample cases have been

~considered unreliable, Such estimates are qualified in

footnotes to the data tables and were not used for

“purposes of analysis in the report’s selected findings.

The minimum ecstimate considered sufficiently re-
liable to serve as a base for statistics relevant to the
personal and household sectors was 300.

As they appear in the report’s data tables, all

- absolute values—including numbers of victimiza-

tions and incidents, as well as control figures (bases)
shown parenthetically on rate tables—have been
rounded to the nearest hundredth, Relative figures
(whiether rates, percentages, or ratios) were calcu-
lated from unrounded figures.

Standard error tables
and calculations

For survey estimates relevant to the personal
and household sectors, the standard errors displayed
on tables at the end of this appendix can be used
for gauging sampling variability. These errors are
approximations and suggest an order of magnitude
of the standard error rather than the precise error
associated with any given estimate. Table I con-
tains the standard error .approximations applicable
to the cstimated levels, or numbers, of personal
incidents, personal victimizations, and household
victimizations. Standard errors pertaining to personal
victimization rates are ‘given in Table I, whereas
Table III displays the standard error approxima-
tions for household victimization rates. For levels
and rates nof specifically listed on the tables, lincar
interpolation must be used to approximate the
error.

To illustrate the application of standard errors
in measuring sampling variability, assume that a
data table in this report shows there were 12,000
personal robbery incidents in San Francisco. Linear
interpolation of values in Table I of this appendix
yields a standard error of about 604 for the esti-
mated 12,000 incidents. The chances are 68 out

of 100 that the estimate would have been a figure

differing from a complete census figure by less than
604, i.c,, the 68 percent confidence interval associ-
ated with that level of incidents would be from
11,396 to 12,604. The chances are 95 out of 100
that the estimate would have differed from a com-
plete census figure by less than twice this standard
error (1,208); i.c, the 95 percent confidence interval
then would be from 10,792 to 13,208,

Assume further that, for a San Francisco popula-
tion subgroup numbering 110,000, the recorded
personal victimization rate was 40 per 1,000

_persons age 12 and over. Two-way linear mterpola~

tion of data listed in Table IT would yield a standard
error of about 3.6, Consequently, chances: are 68
out of 100 that the estimated rate of 40 would be
within 3.6 of a complete census figure; i.e., the 68
percent - confidence interval associated with the
estimate would be from 36.4 to 43.6. And, the
chances are 95 out of 100 that the estimated rate
would be within roughly 7.2 of a complete enumera-
tion; i.c,, the 95 percent confidence interval would
be about 32.8 to 47.2.

In comparing two sample estimates, the standard
error of the difference between the two figures is
approximately cqual to the square root of the sum
of the squares of the standard errors of cach estimate
considered scparately. This formula represents the
actual standard crror quite accurately for the differ-
ence between uncorrelated sample estimates. If,
however, there is a high positive correlation, the
formula will overestimate the true standard error of
the difference; and if there is a large negatnve corre-
lation, the formula will underestimate the true
standard error of the difference.



Table I. Standard error approximations for estimated number of personal
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incidents, personal victimizations, and household victimizations,

by size of estimate

(68 chances cut of 100)

Personal

Size of estimate Incidents Victimizations Household incidenta
50 39 43 by
10 55 60 62
250 87 96 98
500 123 135 139
1,000 173 191 197
2,500 275 303 312
5,000 391 429 W42
10,000 558 609 627
25,000 905 973 1,002
501000 11334 1|1§00 111_4103
100,000 2,031 2,048 2,110

SRR
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i APPENDIX 1lI

CO MMERCIAL SURVEY
Tlnechnlcal information
am\l relative error tables

%

Commercial victimization surveys com&‘iuct‘ed in
central cities have focused on business €stablish-
ments, but coverage has extended to other| organi-
zations, such as those engaged in religious, political,
and cultural activities. Units of Federal, Sta‘x}.te, and
local government operating within the city  limits
generally have -been excluded. In applicable cities,
however, government-operated liquor stores and

transportation systems were within the scope of the”

survey, these having been the only exceptions to

the general exclusion of government-entities. Organ- -

izations other than businesses have accounted for a
relatively small part of each city sample. Survey data
were personally gathered by interviewers from the
operators (usually managers or owners) of busi-
nesses and other participating organizations. Be-
cause they are based on sample surveys rather than
complete enumerations,

Sample deslgn and size

For the purposes of sample selection, San
Francisco was segmented ‘into geographical units
known to have contained at least four but not
more than six commercial establishments, whether
retail, service, or a combination of the two kinds.
Establishments of other types werc not taken into
consideration in designing the sample; nevertheless,
visually recognizable establishments of all types and
selected nonbusiness organizations located within

> each segment during the field survey were eligible

for inclusion in the sample. Segments already being
sampled in connection with the nationwide com-
mercial victimization survey were excluded from
the sample.

A total of 3,545 commercial establishments (in-
cluding other organizations) was considered eligible
for inclusion in the sample. Of these, 571 were
found to be out of business at the time of the field

all results are estimates.

interviews, no longer operating at the designated:

address, or otherwise unqualified to participate. At
60 other establishments it was impossible to conduct
interviews because the operator could not be reached,
declined. to- participate in the survey, or was other-
wise not available. Therefore, interviews were taken
in ‘2,914 establishments, and the overall rate. of
response among those qualified to participate was
98.0 percent.

Estimation procedure

Data records produced by the survey interviews
were assigned final weights, applied to each usable
data record, enabling the tabulation of city-wide
estimates of victimization data. The final weight
was the product of the following elements: (1) a

‘basic weight, reflecting each seletted establishment’s

probability of being in the sample; (2) an adjust-
ment for noninterviews; and (3) a factor to account
for establishments which were in operation during
only part of the survey reference period.

The noninterview adjustment was equal to the
total number of data records .required for each
particular kind of\\business divided by the number
of usable records actually collected. The factor to
account for establishments that were not in operauon
during the entirc 12-month time frame was applied
only to the number of incidents involving such
businesses and not the complete inventory of those

establishments, This factor was obtained by multi-
" plying the basic weight of each part-ycar operator
by 12 and dividing the resulting product by the
~number of months the cstablishment was active
‘during the reference period. Then, the result was
~multiplied by the ratio of required records divided
fﬁby the number of usable records, the result being

applied to the record of each part-year operator.

%
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Reliability of estimates

As indicated, statistical data presented in this
publication concerning the criminal victimization of
commercial establishments are estimates that were
derived through probability sampling methods rather
than from complete enumeration, The sample used
was only onc of many of equal siz¢ that could have

been selected within -the city, utilizing the same
~ sample design. Although the results obtained from
‘any two samples might differ markedly, the average
of a number of different samples would be expected
to be in near agreement with the results of a com-
plete enumeration using the same data collection
procedures and processing methods. Similarly, the
results obtained by averaging data from a number
of subsamples of the whole sample would be
expected to give an order of magnitude of the
variance between any single subsample and the
grouping of subsamples. Such a technique, known as
the random group method, was used for calculating
the coefficients of variation; or relative errors, for
estimates generated by the survey. Because the
relative errors are the products of calculations in-
volving estimates derived through sampling, cach
error in turn is subject to sampling variability.

As. in the household survey, ¢stimates on crimes
against busincsses are subject to nonsampling cr-
rors, principal among these being the problem of
recalling victimizations applicable to the 12 months
prior to interview. Because of a number of factors,
however, these errors probably were less prevalent
in the commercial survey ‘than they were in the
household survey. These factors include the greater
likelihood of recordkeeping and of reporting to the
police by businesses, as well as the concentration of
the survey on two of the more serious crimes,
burglary and robbery. Unlike the national sample
of the commercial victimization surveyy, the city
samples have not incorporated a bounding pro-
cedureé to minimize nonsampling errors attributable
to telescoping.

In addition to those relating to'victim recall
ability, nonsampling crrors may have arisen from
deficient interviewing and from data processing
mistakes. However, quality control measures com-
parable to those used in the household survey were
adopted to minimize such errors.

Commercial survey estimates based on about 10

-or fewer sample cases have been considered un-

reliable, Such estimates are qualified in footnotes
to the data tables. The minimum estimate considered
sufficiently reliable to serve as a base for statistics
on commercial ¢rimes was 150,

The numbers of commercial victimizations and
the control figures (bases) shown parenthetically in
Data Table 85 have been rounded to the nearest
hundredth. However, all relative figures (whether
rates or percentages) were calculated from un-
rounded figures.

Relative error tables
and calculations

In order to mcasure sampling variability asso-
ciated with sclected results of the commercial survey,
rclative errors are presented on two tables in this
appendix, Generalized standard errors, such as those
devcloped in connection. with the houschold survey,
were not calculated, Instead, the tables display actual
calculations of relative errors from the sample
observations for cstimated values pertaining to selec-
ted characteristics of business establishments. Table
IV applies to the estimated level of victimizations,
and Table V relates to victimization rates for each of
the measurcd crimes, Although the relative errors
listed on those tables partially gauge the cffect of
nonsampling error, they do not take into account any
biases that may be inherent in the survey results,
For estimated values not shown on Tables IV and
V, rough approximations of rclative errors may be
made by utilizing the relative errors for similar
figures having bases of comparable size.

When used in conjunction with the survey re-
sults, the relative crror tables permit the construc-
tion of intervals containing the average results of
all possible samples with a prescribed level of confi-
dence. Chances are about 68 out of 100 that any
given survey result would differ from' results that
would be obtained from a complete enumeration
using the samc procedures by less than the relative
crror displayed in the tables. Doubling the interval
increases the confidence level to 95 chances out of
100 that the estimated value would differ from the
results of a complete count by less than twice the
relative error.

To illustrate the computation and significance of

thesc ranges, assumc that one wished to test the -

“extent of sampling variability surrounding the
12,900 commercial burglaries estimated to have

WL e

P S S



e e T T

odcurred in San Francisco. Referring to Table IV,
it is found that the rclative error associated with the
unrounded form of that figure (12,896) is 7.2 per-
cent. Multiplying 12,896 by .072 yields 929.!
Therefore, the 68 percent confidence level for the
estimated number of incidents would be 11,967 to
13,825, If similar confidencc intervals were con-
structed for all possible samples of the same size,

“The calculated figure (929) is the standard error of the
estimated 12,896 burglaries (shown as 12,900 on Data
Table 85). :

Commercial Survey 97

about two-thirds of these would contain the results

of a complete enumeration using the same method-
ology. Alternatively, for a single sample, the confi-
dence level would be about 68 out of 100 that the
calculated interval would contain the results that
would have been generated by a complete enumera-
tion. If the interval were to be doubled, then the
chances would be increased to 95 out of 100 that
the resulting interval, in this case 11,038 to 14,754,
would contain the total that would have been ob-
tained from a complete tally,
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Table IV. Relative ‘errors for estimated number of commercial victimizations,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime b

¢

(68 chances out of 100)

Type of crime ) Estimated number of incidents Relative error

Burglary 12,896 728 I
Completed burglary 8,788 8.2%
Attempted burglary k108 12.4% ;

Robbery 4y Q74 8.8% !
Gomplated robhery 2,384, ' 974 1
Attempted robbory ; 1,690 14.6%

Table V. Relative errors for estimated commercial victimization rates,
by characteristics of establishments and type of crime

(68 chances out of 100)

Burglary Robbery
Estimated rate Estimated rate
per 1,000 Relatdve per 1,000 Relative
Gharacteristic ostablishménts error estahlishments error
Kind of establishment
A1l sstabldshments 53 5.7 80 b
Retail 314 6.8% 119 4 10.3%
Wholeosale 280 12.9% 113 ! 72.0%
Serylee 202 8.1 59 16.2
Gross anruel receipts
" Less than $10,000 312 16,84 78 22,5%
$10,000-$24,999 221 19.5% 103 28.8%
$25,000-849,959 151 14424 60 18,74
$50,000-$99,999 301 15.8% 73 10.8%
$160,000-$499,999 283 12.8% a3 13.0%
$500,000-$999,999 185 19.2% 96 23.1%
$1,000,000 or mora 31k 27.5% 106 24.1%
No gales 257 7.7% 10 50.7%
Not available wr o 35.9% 136 85.5%

1Bstimate, based on aboub 10 or fewer aémplé cases, is statigtically unreliasble,

2.
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APPENDIX IV
TECHNICAL NOTES

Information provided in this appendix is de-
signed to aid in understanding the report’s selected
findings and, more broadly, to assist data users in
interpreting statistics in the data tables. The notes
address general concepts as well as potential problem
areas, but do not purport to cover all data elements
ot problems, The Glossary of terms should be
consulted for definitions of ¢rime categories, vari-
ables, and other terms used in the data tables and
selected findings.

General

Throughout this report, victimizations are the
basic units of measure. A victimization is a specific
criminal act as it affects a single victim, whether a
person, household, or place of business, For crimes
against persons, however, some survey results are
presented on the basis of incidents, not victimiza-
tions, An incident is a specific criminal act involving
one or more victims and onc or more offenders,
For many specific catcgories of personal crime, vic-
timizations outnumbeér incidents, a difference that
stems from two contingencies: (1) some crimes
were simultaneously committed against more than
one person, and (2) certain personal crimes may
have occurred during the coursec of a commercial
burglary or robbery. Thus, for each personal victi-
mization reported to survey interviewers, it was
determined whether others were victimized at the
same time and place and whether the offense hap-
pened during a commercial crime. A weighting ad-
justment in the estimation procedure (see Appendix
I1) protected against the double counting of inci-
dents. If, for example, two customers were assaulted
during the course of a store holdup, the event would
have been classified as a single commercial rob-
bery, not as an incident of personal assault. With
respect to crimes against households and businesses,
there is no distinction between victimizations and
incidents, as each criminal act against targets of

either type were assumed to have involved a single
wictim, the affected houschold or business, In fact,
the terms ‘victimization” and “incident” can be
used interchangeably in analyzing data on houschold
and commercial crimes,

As indicated with respect to personal crimes,
victimization data are more appropriate than inci-
dent data for the study of the effects, or conse-
quences, of crime experiences upon the individual
victim, They also are better suited for assessing
victim reactions to criminal attack and for examin-
ing victim perceptions of offender attributes. Thus, in
addition to serving as a key element in computing
victimization rates, victimization counts are used
for ‘developing information on victim injury and
medical care, economic losses, time lost from work,
victim self-protection, oftender characteristics, and
reporting to police. On the other hand, incident
data are more adequate for the examination of the
circumstances surrounding the occurrence of per-
sonal crimes. Accordingly, data concerning the time
and place of occurrence of such offenses, as well as
the use of weapons and number of victims ani of-

fenders, are based on incidents. In the hypothetical

case given above, therefore, the rate data for
personal assault would reflect the attack on each
customer, and other victimization tables would in-
corporate details concerning the outcome of the
crime for each person, such as any injuries, damage
to clothing, and loss of time from work.

For data tables on crimes against persons, the
table titles stipulate whether victimizations or inci-
dents are the relevant units of measure,

Victim characteristics

A variety of attributes of victimized persons,
houscholds, and commiercial establishments appear
on victimization rate tables. The zates, or measures of

the occurrence of crime, ate computed by dividing

the number of victimizations associated with a speci-
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fic crime, or grouping of ctimes, by the number of
persons, households, or businesses under considera-
tiont, For crimes against persons, the rates are based
on the total number of individuals age 12 and over,
or on a portion of that population sharing a particu-
lar characteristic or sct of traits. Household crimes
are regarded as being directed against the houschold
as a unit rather than against the individual members;
in calculating a rate, thercfore, the denominator of
the fraction consists of the number of houscholds in
question, Similarly, the rates for cach of the two
crimes against commercial citablishments arc re-
lated to the number of businesses being examined.

As indicated previously, victimizations of housc-
holds and businesses, unlike those of persons, can-
not involve more than one victim during a specific
crimina! act. However, repeated victimizations of
individuals, houscholds, and commercial establish-
ments can and do occur. As general indicitors of
the danger of having been victimized during the
reference period, the rates are not sufficiently refined
to represent true measures of risk for specific indi-
viduals, houscholds, and business places. In other
words, they do not reflect variations in the degree
of risk ofcrepeated, or multiple, victimizations; and,
because of the manner .in which they are calculated,
the rates in cffect apportion multiple victimizations
among the population at large, thereby distorting
somewhat the risk that any single person, household,
or business had of bing victimized.

Reporting to the police

The police may hdve learned about criminal
victimizations directly from the victim or from some-
onc clse, such as another houschold member or a
bystander, or because they were on (or happened
upon) the scene at the time of the crime. In the
data tables, however, the means by which police
learned of the crime are not distinguished, the
overall proportion made known to them being of
primary concern.

Interviewers recorded all reasons cited by respon-
dents for not reporting crimes to the police. Data
tables on this topic distributc all reasons for cach
non-report, and no determination has been made’ of
the primary reason, if any, for not reporting the
crime.

Time and place of occurrence

~ For cach of the mecasured crimes against
persons, households, and businesses, data on when
the offenses occurred were obtained for three broad
time intervals: the daytime hours (6 a.m, to 6 p.m.);
the first half of nighttime (6 p.m. to midnight); and
the sccond half of nighttime (midnight to 6 a.m.),

Regarding data from the “fouschold survey,
tables on place of occurrence distinguish six kinds
of sites, two of which cover the respondent’s home
and its immediate vicinity, For certain offenses not
involving contact betweern victim and. offeader, the
classification of crimes is determined on the basis
of their place of occurrence, Thus, by definition,
most household burglaries happen at principal resi-
dences, with a small percentage at sccond homes or
at places occupicd. temporarily, such as hotels and
motels. Personal larceny without contact and house-
hold larceny are differentiated from one another
solely on the basis of where the crimes occur,
Whercas the latter transpire only in the home and
its immediate environs, the former can take place at
any other location. In order to have been classified
as a houschold larceny within the victim's own
home, the offense had to have been committed by a
person (or persons) admitted to the residence, or
by someone having customary access to it, such as
a deliveryman, servant, acquaintance, or relative.
Otherwise, the crime would: have been classified as a
houschold burglary, or as a personal robbery if
force or its threat were used, Commercial burglaries
can take place only on the premises of business firms;
however, commercial robberics can occur away from
the premiscs, or cven outside the city limits, such as
during the holdup of sales or delivery personnel
away from the establishment.

For personal and houschold crimes, and in addi-
tion to information on the sites of occurrence, data
are presented on the “geographical arca” of oc-
currence. The tables distinguish between offenses
that happened within the city of residence; inside
ancther central city; and clscwhere (suburbs and
nonmetropolitan places). Entries under the last two
categories reflect two circumstances: (1) crimes that

. took place when the victims were temporarily away

from thcir residence, such as vacationing, visiting or
shopping in the suburbs, or while away on business;
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and (2) crimes that took place within the reference
period but at a time when the victim lived at a
place other than the city being suryeyed.

Number of victims and offenders

As noted previously, the number of individuals
victimized in each personal crime is a key element
for computing rates of victimization and other data
on the impact of crime. However, the data table
spacifically concerning the number of individual
victims per crime is based on incidents,

Two tables, also based on incidents, display
data on the number of offenders involved in per-
sonal crimes of violence. In the sequence of survey
questions on characteristics of offenders, the lead
question conicerned the number of offenders, If the
victim did not know how many offenders took part
in: the incident, no further questions were asked
about offender characteristics, and the crime was
classified as having involved strangers. The terms
“stranger” and “nonstranger” are defined in the
Glossary.

Percelved characteristice
of offenders -

Some of the tables on this subject display data on
the offenders only and others cover both victims
and offenders. -The characteristics examined are age
and race. As with most information developed
from this survey, offender attributes are based solely
on the victim's perceptions and ability to recall the
crime. Because the ‘events often were stressful ex-
periences, resulting in confusion or physical harm
to the victim, it was likely that data concerning
offender characteristics were more subject than other
survey findings to distortion arising from erroneous
tesponses. Many of the crimes probably occurred
under somewhat vague circumstances, especially
those at mg“g Furthermore, it"is possible that victim
preconceptions, or prejud\ces, at;times may have in-
fluenced the attribution of oﬂendlﬂr characteristics. If
victims tended to misidentify a particular trait (or
a set of them) more than others, bias would have
been introduced into the findings; -and no method
has been developed for determining the existence
and effect of such bias.

S

Technical Notes

In the rclevant data tables, a distinction is inade
between ‘“‘single-offender” and “multnplc-oﬂender
crinfes, with the latter classification applying to
those committed by two. or more, persons, As ap-
plicd to multiple-offender crimes, the category
“mixed ages” refers to cases in which the: offenders
in any single incident were classifiable under more
thaq one age group; sxmllarly, the term “mixed
racfes" apphes to situations in which the offenders
were members of more than a single racial group.

Weapons use by offenders

For personal crimes of violence ‘and commercial
robbery, information was gathered on whether or
not the victims observed that the offenders were
armed, and, it so; the types of weapons concerned.
Far purposes of tabulation and analysis, the mere
presence of a weapon constituted “use.”” In other
words, the term “wcapons use” applies both to
situations in which weapons served for purposes of
intimidation, or threat, and to those in which they

actually were employed as instruments of physical

attack, s

In addition to firearms and knives, tho.datd
tables distinguish “‘other” weapons and these of un-
known types. The catégory “other” refers to such
objects as clubs, stones, bricks, and bottles. A
difference exists, however, in the manner in which
thé” types of weapons were classified in the personal
rmd commercial sectors, For each personal cnme of

vnolcnce by an armed oﬂender,\the type, or types,”

of, Jwcapons present were recoréd, not the number
ofs ‘weapons, For mstance, if offenders wielded two
fircarms ‘and a knife during a personal robbery, the
crime would have been classified as cone in which
weapans of cach type were used. With respect to
each’ robbery of a business in which weapons of

more than onc type were observed only the most

lethal type was recorded. Thus, for example, i of -
fenders used two firearms and a knife in robbing a

store, the crime would have been classificd as one’
in-which fircarms were used; a single entry would

have been made under the category “firearms,”

Victim self—protectlon .

With reference to personal crimes of vxolence‘
information was Obtained on whether or not victims

'
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tried to. avoid or thwart attack, and, if so, the meas-
ures they took. The following reactions, ranging

erom nonviolent to forcible, were considersd self-

profection measurcs: reasoning with the offender;
fleeing from the offender; screaming or yelling for
help; hitting, kicking, or scratching the offender;
and using or brandishing a weapon. The pertinent
tables distribute all medsures, if any, employed by
victims in each crime, no determination having been
made of the single most importani measure,

, Vlctlm In]ury and economic loss

Information was gathered concerning the dn-
juries sustaincd by the victims of cach of the three

~personal crimes of violence. However, during the

preparation of this report, the requisitc data werc
not available for calculating the proportion of rape
victimizations in which victims were injured. There-
fore, infétmation on the percent of crimes in which

victims were harmed is confined to personal robbery ™"

and assauit. For cach of these crimes, the types of
in_jUrics concerned arc described in the Glossary,
under “Physical injury,”

Victims who had been injured furnished data on
hospitalization and on medical expenses, With re-
gard to medical expenses, the data tables are based
solely on information from victims who knew with
certainty that such expenses were incygred and also
knew, or' were able to estimate, their amount. By

xcludmg victims unaware of such outlays, and of
tficir amount, the utility of wthe data is somewhat
restricted.  Although data wcre unavailable on the
proportion -of rapes attended by victim injury, in-
formation relating to hospitalization and medical

w4

costs were available on that crime; these results are
reflected in the appropriate data tables.

With respect to economic losses incurred by
persons, households, and commercial establishments,
the data tables make distinctions between crimes
resulting in “theft and/or damage loss” and “theft
loss” only. Table titles specify the applicable category
of loss. The term “theft loss” refers to stolen cash,
property, or both, whereas “damage” pertains to
property only. Items categorized as having “no mone-
tary value” could include losses of trivial, truly
valueless objects, or of ones having considerable
sentimental importance. References to losses “re-
covered” apply to compensation received by victims
for theft losses, as well as to restoration of stolen
property or cash, although no distinction is made
as to the manner of recovery. For assault, informa-

tion on economic losses relates solely to property

damage, because assaults attended by theft are clas-
sified as robbery. Similarly, there was no attempt to
measurc attempted pocket picking; by definition,
therefore, all pocket pickings had the outcome of
theft Joss, and there may have been some cases with
property damage.

For all crimes reported to interviewers, the sur-
veys determined whether persons lost time from work

after the experience, and, if so, the length of time -

involved. With respect to crimes against persons and
households, the survey did not record the identity of
the household member (or members) who lost work
time, although it may be assumed that, for most
personal offenses, it probably was the victim who
sustained the loss. For commercial burglary and rob-
bery, data on loss of time from work was applicable

to owners, operators, and employees of the entities
concerned.

te
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GLOSSARY

Age-—The appropriate age category is determined
by each respondent’s age as of the last day of
the month preceding the interview.

Apggravated assault—Attack with a weapon result-
ing in any injury and attack without a weapon
resulting either in_ serious injury (e.g., broken
bones, loss of teeth, internal injuries, loss of
consciousness) or in undetermined-injury requir-
ing 2 or more days of hospitalization. Also in-
cludes attempted assault with a weapon.

Annual family income—Includes the income of the
household head .and-all other related persons
residing in the same housihg unit. Covers the 12
months preceding the interview and includes
wages, salaries, net income- from business or
farm, pensions, interest, dividends, rent, and any
other form of monetary income. The income of
persons unrelated to the head of household is
_excluded. '

Assault—An unlawful physical attack, whether ag-

C gravated or simple, upon a person. Includes
attempted assaults with or without a weapon.
Excludes rape and attempted rape, as well as,
attacks involving theft or attempted theft, whxch
are classified as robbery.

‘Attempted forcnble entry—A form of burglary in
which force is used in an attempt to gain entry,

Burglary—Unlawful or forcible entry of a residence
or business, usually, but not necessarily, attended
by theft. Includes attempted forcible entry.

Central city—The largest city (or “twin cities”) of a
standard metropofitan statistical area (SMSA),
defined below.

Commercial cumes——Burglary or robbery of busi-

ness establishments and certain other organiza-"

tions, such as those engaged in religious, politi-
cal, or cultural activities. Includes both completed
and attempted\dcts Additional details concern-
ing entities covered by the commercial survey
appear in the introduction to Appendix IIL

Forcible entry—A form of burglary in which force
is used to gn entry (e.g., by breaking a window
or slashing a(screen)

22

Head of household—For classification purposes,

only one individual per household can be the

head person. In husband-wife households, the

husband arbitrarily is considered to be the head.
In other households, the head person is the indi-
vidual so regarded by its members; generally,
that person is the chief breadwinner,

Household—Consists of the occupants of separate
living quarters meeting either of the following
criteria: (1) Persons, whether present or tem-
porafily absent, whose: usual place of residence is
the housing unit in question, or (2) Persons

staying in-the housing unit. who have no usual

place of residence elsewhere.
Household crimes—Burglary or larceny of a resi-

dence, or motor vehicle theft. Includes both com~‘

pleted and attempted acts.

Household larceny—Theft or attempted - “theft of
property or cash from a résidence or its imme-
diate vicinity, Forcible entry, attempted forcible
entry, or unlawful entry is not involved,

Incident—A specific criminal act involving one or
.more victims and offenders. In situations where
a personal crime occurred during the course of a
commercial burglary or robbery, it was assumed

" that the commercial victimization survey ac-.

counted for the incident and, therefore, it was not
counted as an incident of personal crime. How-
ever, details of the outcome of the event as they

- related to the victimized individual would be re-
flected in data on personal victimizations.

Kind of establishment-—Determined by the sole or

principal activity at each place of business. -
Larceny—Theft or attempted theft of propefty or

cash wnthout force. A basic distinction is made

between personal larcény and household larceny
Marital status—Each household member is assigned
to one of the following categones‘ (1) Married,
which includes persons joined in common-law
unions and those parted temporarily for reasons

" othey ithan marital discord (employment, military
serviée, etc.); (2) Separated and divorced.
Separated mcludes married persons who have a

N
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legal separation or have parted because of mari-
tal discord; (3) Widowed; and (4) Never married,
which includes .those whose only marriage has
been annulled and those living together (exclud-
ing common-law unions).

Motor vehicle—Includes automabiles, trucks, motor-
cycles, and any other motorized vehicles legally

~ allowed on public roads and highways.

Motor vehicle theft—Stealing of unauthorized tak-
ing of a motor vehicle, includi ing attempts at such
acts, - i

Nonstranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct

contact between victim and offender, victimiza-

, tions (or incidents) are classified as having in-

= volved nonstrangers if v1ctlm and offender are

' related, well known to, or C\asually acquamted

~with one another. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger oﬁéinders, the events
are classified under nonstrangér. The distinction
between stranger and nonstraiger crimes is not
made for personal larceny wl‘thov' contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Offender—The perpetrator of a crime; the term
generally is applied in relation to crimes entail-
ing contact between victim znd offender.

“Offense—A crime; with respect tp personal crimes,
the two terms can be used inferchangeably irre-
specnve of whether the apphcable unit of meas-
ure is a victimization or an ’mcndent

Personal crimes—Rape, robbery bf persons, assault
personal larceny with contact, pr personal larceny
without contact. Includes bcnth completed and
attempted acts. e

Personal crimes of theft—Theft lor attempted theft
~of property or cash, eltherfwnh contact (but
without force or threat of forcq,) or without direct
contact between victim and of[ender Equivalent

~to personal larceny. }

Personal crimes of vxmence»—Rape robbery of
persons, or assault. Includes both completed and
attempted acts. i

Personal larceny—-Eqmvalent to; personal crimes of
theft. A distinction is made, between personal
larceny with contact and pef‘sonal larceny with-
out contact, ,,

Personal larceny with contact—Theft of purse,
wallet or cash, by stealth dm'ctly from the person
of the victim, but without fcsrce or the threat of
force. Also includes attempted purse snatching.

Personal larceny without contact—Theft or at-
tempted theft, without direct contact between
victim and offender, of property or cash from any
place other than the victim's home or its imme-

diate vicinity. In rare cases, the victim sees the -

offender during the commission of the act.

Physical injury—The term is applicable to each of
the three personal crimes of violence, although
‘data on the proportion of rapes resulting in vic-
tim injury were not available during the prepara-
tion of this report, For personal robbery and
attempted robbery with injury, a distinction is
made between injuries from “serious assault”
and “minor assault.” Examples of injuries from
serious assault include ‘broken bones, loss of
teeth, internal injuries, and loss of consciousness;
or undetermined injuries requiring 2 or more
days of hospitalization; injuries from minor as-
sault include bruises, black eyes, cuts, scratches,
and swelling, or undetermined injuries requiring
less than 2 days of hospitalization. For assaults
resulting in victim jnjury, the degree of harm
governs classification of the event. The same ele-
ments of injury applicable to robbery with injury
from serious assault also pertain to aggravated
assault with injury; similarly, the same types of
injuries for robbery with injury from minor
assault are relevant to simple assault with injury.

Simple assault—Attack without a weapon resulting

either in minor injury (e.g., bruises, black eyes,

cuts, scratches, swelling) or in undetermined in-
jury requiring less than 2 days of hospitalization.
Also includes attempted assault without a
weapon. : :

Standard metropolitan statistical area (SMSA)—FEx-
cept in the New England States, a standard met-
ropolitan statistical area is a county or group of
contiguous counties that contains at least one city
of 50,000 inhabitants or more, or “twin cities”
with a combined population of at least 50,000.

In addition to the county, or counties, contain- -

ing such a city or cities, contiguous counties are
included in an SMSA if, according to certain
criteria, they are socially and economically in-
tegrated with the central city, In the New Eng-
land States, SMSA's consist of towns and cities
instead of counties. Each SMSA must include
at Jeast one central city, and the complete title of
an SMSA identifies the central city or cities.
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Stranger—With respect to crimes entailing direct
contact between victim and offender, victimiza-
tions (or incidents) are classificd as involving
strangers if the victim so stated, or did not see
or recognize the offender, or knew the offender
only by sight. In crimes involving a mix of
stranger and nonstranger offenders, the events
are classified under nonstranger. The distinction
between stranger and nonstranger crimes is not
made for personal larceny without contact, an
offense in which victims rarely see the offender.

Tenure—Two forms of household tenancy are dis-
tinguished: (1) Owned, which includes dwellings
being bought through mortgage, and (2) Rented,
which also includes rent-free quarters belonging
to a party other than the occupant and situations
where rental payments are in kind or in services.

Unlawful entry—A form of burglary committed by
someone having no legal right to be on the
premises even though force is not used.

Victim—The recipient of a criminal act; usually
used in relation to personal crimes, but also
applicable to households and commercial estab-
lishments,

Victim self-protection measures—For each victimi-
zation involving a personal crime of violence,
victim reactions of the following types are con-
strued to be self-protection measures: hitting,
kicking, or scratching the offender; reasoning
with the offender; screaming or yelling for help;
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flecing from the offender; and/or using or’

brandishing a weapon,

Victimization—A specific criminal act as it affects

a single victim, whether a person, household, or
commercial establishment. In criminal acts
against persons, the number of victimizations is
determined by the number _of victims of such
acts; ordinarily, the number of victimizations is
somewhat higher than the number of incidents
because more than one individual is victimized
during certain incidents, ay well as because per-
sonal victimizations that occurred in conjunction
with either commercial burglary or robbery are
not counted as incidents of personal crime. Each
criminal act against a household or commercial

cstablishment is assumed to involve a single vic-.

tim, the affected household or establishment.

Victimization rate—For crimes against persons, the

victimization rate, a measure of occurrence
among population groups at risk, is computed on
the basis of the number of victimizations per
1,000 resident population age 12 and over. For
crimes against households, victimization rates
are calculated on the basis of the number of
incidents per 1,000 households. And, for crimes
against commercial establishments, victimization
rates are derived from the number of incidents
per 1,000 establishments,

Victimize—To perpetrate a crime against a person,

household, or commercial establishment.
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